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4—NoTEs ON THE MAINTENANCE OF THE MIN- 
IsTRY AND Poor In New YorkK—TueE Co.o- 
niaAL Ministry Acts—THEe VesTRY OF THE 
Crry or New York—Tue MINISTER OF THE 
Crry or New Yorxk—Trinity CHURCH AND | 
ITS FIRST RESIDENT REcTOR. 


The maintenance of thé Ministry and Poor un- | 
der the earliest English Laws in New York, was | 
provided for by the appointment of eight* of the 
most able men, men of good fame and life, of 
each parish as Overseers,t} two of whom were 
chosen the first or second day of April yearly by 
the Constable and Overseers to be Church War- 
dens. ‘These overseers were chosen by the House- 
holders of the Parish.or the Freeholders in each 
Town, and were liable to a fine for refusal to 
serve. Their duties embraced the making and 
Papertesing the levies and assessments for 
building and repairing churches, provision for 
the poor,t maintenance for the minister, as well 
as the more orderly managing of all Parochial | 
Affairs in other cases expressed. The Constable | 
was associated with them in making all assess- 
ments—which were to be proportionable to the 
estates of the inhabitants in the town or parish 
where they were to be made, and every defaulter 
was to be compelled to pay his rate by attach- | 
ment or distress of goods to be levied by the Con- | 
stable. No person was exempted from payment 
of the Church rates, every inhabitant being 
obliged to contribute to all charges both in 


* The number of overseers was afterwards reduced to four. 

t In the Virginia Jaw of that period these ** overseers” 
were “* vestrymen ”—and they were required to take the oath 
of allegiance and supremacy and to subscribe to conform to 
the Church of England, Hening: ii., 15. In New York the 
overseers were required to take the oath of allegiance besides 
the oath of their office. 

¢ The Maintenance of the Poor in New Netherland was pro- 
vided for by contributions taken up in the Churches, and the 
fines imposed for offences committed were also appropriated to 
theirsupport. The amount was increased by voluntary offer- 
ings from the inhubitants—and was known as the Deacons’ or 
Poor-Fund. Col. Doc. i., 300, 424, 


HIST. MAG., VOL. 1. 21 


! 
} 


MAGAZINE. 


1867. 


[No. 6. 


Church and State, “whereof he doth or may re- 
“ceive benefit.” This feature in the law appears 
to have met with some opposition. It was re- 
vealed at the first meeting of the Court of Assizes 
in 1665, but was restored two years afterward, 
by the same authority, “to be as punctually ob- 
“served, as any other law, any former order 
“to the contrary notwithstanding.” 

From the beginning, great regard was mani- 
fested for the due protection and observance of 
the Lord’s Day. Sunday Laws form a part of the 
earliest Enghsh legislation in the province. 
Sundays were not to be profaned by travellers, 
laborers, or vicious persons. Sabbath-breaking 
was expressly enumerated among the abomina- 
ble sins and misdemeanors to be presented by 


| the Church wardens, Constable and Overseers at 


the Sessions. The Constable was required to ar- 
rest without warrant such as were guilty of 
Sabbath-breaking—and no writs or warrants 
were allowed to be executed on the Sabbath day, 
although officers might arrest in case of Riots, 
Felony or Escape out of Prison. 

The first code also required that in each parish 
within the Government a church should be built 
in the most convenient part thereof, capable to 
receive and accommodate two hundred persons. 
This was found impracticable, for in the 
Amendments made at the meeting of the Gen 
eral Assizes in September and October of the 
same year, (1665) it was provided that such 
churches should be built within three years af- 
terwards and to that end, a Town rate or tax 
was authorized to begin that year. 

A good degree of liberality prevailed in the 
government. The articles of Capitulation 
declared that “the Dutch here shall enjoy the 


|“ Liberty of their Consciences in divine Worship 
|“ and Church Discipline.” None but Protestant 


ministers were allowed to officiate within the 
government, but difference in judgment was al- 
lowed to all who professed Christianity. Indian 
Powawing and Devil Worship were expressly 
prohibited. 

Governor Nicolls, in his Conditions for New 
Planters in the Territories of his Royal High- 
ness the Duke of York, (May, 1665) allowed lib- 
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erty of conscience, “ provided such liberty is not 
“converted to Licentiousness, or the Disturbance 
“ of others, in the exercise of the Protestant Relig- 
“jon.” 
of the Ministry was provided for: 

“ Every Township is obliged to pay their Min- 
“ ister according to such Agreement as they shall 
“make with him, and no man to refuse his Pro- 
“portion, the Minister being elected by the 
“Major part of the Householders Inhabitants of 
“ the Town.” 

On the 11th October, 1664, Dominies Joannes 
Megapolensis and Samuel Drisius appeared be- 
fore the Burgomasters and stated that they had 
received their discharge from the Company “in 
“ date the last of the month of September, not- 
“ withstanding which as they were inclined to 
“serve the Commonalty, they had addressed 
“ themselves to the Heer Governour Richard Nic- 
“ olls and spoke to his Honour about the wages, 
“who gave them for answer that it runs for the 
“ time of six months to which time the Company 
“is receiving the Recognitions (Duties) after 
“ which time he shall see how the matter shall 
“be arranged—that in order tu ascertain how 
“they shall have to regulate themselves, they 
“ with that view applied to the Burgomasters to 
“ speak to their Worships thereon; to which the 
“ Burgomasters replied, that the Acc* of the City’s 
“Income and Expenditure shall be made up as 
“soon as possible, which shall then be shewn to 
“ the H'. Governour Rich. Nicolls and they shall 
‘** then speak further with his Honour regarding 
“ the wages as well of the Ministers as of the 
-_ servants of the city.” Bd& 8S. Vol. V. 
599. 

On 11th Oct. 1664, Mr. Evert Pieterzen, School- 
master of this City, represents, as his allowance 
from the Company is struck off, that Burgomas- 
ters and Schepens shall be pleased to keep him 
at the same allowance to wit: fil. 36 per month, 
fil. 125 for board, Hollands currency, free house 
for school and residence, and free passage to Pa- 
tria; offering his Service and to continue the 
same. ‘The order was that the Petitioner shall 
have to be patient for the space of Eight days, 
when his petition shall be cisposed of. M. §& A. 
V. 606. And on the 18th of October the mat- 
ter was postponed “ a day or two.” Ibid. V.613. 

September 19, 1665. Mr. Evart Pieterzen pe- 
titioned for asuitable salary, as he was hereto- 
fore paid by the Hon '* Company, and has been 
continued in his employment. 

“Whereas orders shall be shortly made rela- 
“ tive to the Salary of the Ministers of this City, 
“under which the Precentorship also comes, pro- 
“ per order shall then be made herein likewise.” 
Mayor and Aldermen, VI. 73, 

November 13,1665. The Chh. very low, there 
not being money enough to fence off the grave 


By another condition the maintenance | 105 


—- advance was made from the Burghers’ 
xcise the Chh. Wardens promising to refund 
the same from the first incoming money. bid, 


? 
May 8th, 1666. Capt. Steynmetz entering de. 
mands payment of a year’s rent of his house, 
hired to the city as a City School, due on the first 
of this month ; amounting to the sum of fl. 260, 

Petitioner is requested to wait yet a while, as 
there is at present no money in the chest. M. ¢ 
A, VI. 178. 

Governor Nicolls issued an order in 1665, 
authorizing and requiring the Deputy Mayor 
and Aldermen of the City of New York to raise 
the sum of 1200 Guilders in Beaver, towards the 
support and maintenance of the Minister of this 
City, to be paid in three payments by equall 
proportions every four months, beginning trom 
September Ist, 1665. 

On the 27 December, 1665, being informed 
that they had made little progress, although the 
first four months had nearly elapsed, he issued 
another order strictly requiring them to proceed, 
and “to give mee a List of those men, who being 
“able are unwilling to contribute theire propor- 
“tions to that good end.”’—Orders, Warrants, dc. 
II. 24, 

At a Mayors Court, 7th February, 1666-7 
The Honn>* Mayor propoundinge to the Court 
that it was the honn’ Govern’ pleasure that 
this Town should maintaine fur one yeare longer 
one of the Ministers of this place, and whereas 
several persons were departed from this Place 
and others disinable to pay towards the same, 
whom the Last Yeare had subscribed 

It is ordered that some of the Inhabitants 
should be sent for to appeare in Court for to trye, 
or they would voluntarily Raise the sums which 
they promised the late yeares to pay towards 
the Maintainance of the Minist’. 


Names of the Persons who for One Yeare 
longer have Voluntarily promised to pay towards 
the Maintainance of one of the Ministers, videllect. 

Beavers 

Abell Hardebroeck fi. 8. 

Balthazar d’Haer continues as before 

Coenraet Ten Eyck 

Christoffel Hoaghlant 

Evert Duyckingh 

Fredrick Philipsen 

Fredrick Gysbersen 

Francois Rombouts 

Johannes de Peyster 

Cornelis Steenwick 

Isaack Bedloo 

Jacques Cousseau continues at 2 Bevers 

& profers 2 B» more for them that 
dismabled to pay what they have 
promised. 
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Mettie Wessels 8. 

Nicolaes Meyer puts down 24. 

Nicolaes Backer 8. 

Poulus Leenders continues 

Pieter Alrigs 10. 

Johan @’ Wit continues 

Jacob Leyslaer 

Tho. Hall 

Thomas Levis 

Symon Romeyn continues 

Jacob Hendricx Varrevanger 

Reynier Vander Croele till May next 

ensuing one Bever 

Warner Wessels 12, 

Willem Abransen 8. 
M. § A. VI. 260, 261. 

October 29th, 1667, at a Mayors Court, in the 
afternoon the following persons were sent for to 
Court and asked why they had not paid their 
quota to the Ministers money 

Answer as follows 

Timothy Gabrie promises to satisfy the Preachers, 

Tomas Laurensen promises to pay 

Hendrick Willemsen Baker Idem 

Jan Vrees: If he be forced, he must pay other- 
wise cannot. 

Fredrick Arensen: Will not pay more than one 
year, 

Lammert Mol says he cannot pay any more. 

M. § A. VI. p. 325. 

In the instructions by Gov. Lovelace to the 
Commissioners to Albany, appointed 11th April, 
1670, the following is important. They were 
(concerning the Dutch church) 

“7, To acquaint y* magistrates that I look 
a that Church and Minister as the Parochiall 
“Church of Albany (for so it was found Estab- 
“lisht by my p‘deeessor & myselfe & leave the 
“supportation- of it to y* discretion of y* magis- 
“trates to maintain a minister either by way of 
“Taxe or otherwise & that no Inhabitant of what 
“opinion soever be exempt but beare his propor- 
“tion, & that they give me an Account of their 
“transactions in this particular.” Court of As- 
size: II, 490. 

Lovelace’s “ promise for y* allowing a Compe- 
“tent Maintenance to any Minister that shall 
“eome over to resyde here” is in 0. of A. II. 
= Also, dated 28 June, 1670, in M. & A. VI. 


28 March, 1671. The Mayor’s Court promise 
to make satisfaction to Domine Egidius Luyck 
for his services in aid of Domine Drisius. ©. § 
A. VI. 653. 

5 March 1672, The Court this day allowed 
to Dom: Luyck by way of gratuity for Preaching 
before Dom® Niedwenlmayena’s Arrival the somme 
of four hundred gilders seaw't value and ordered 


ine to make payment thereof. M. § 
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On the 11th July, 1671, Uppon his honn y* 

ouvern® Letter of Recommandation that y° 

ourt together with some of y® officers of y° 
Church should take into consideration how y° 
Salary for y* Expected Minister from Europe 
may be Raised y* Court thereupon have thought 
fitt to a a private Court to be held on 
Fryday Next being y* 14th of this Instant in y* 
afternoone at a clocq and do further desire y° 
Late Aldermen together with y® Recent and y* 
late Church Officers will give theyr attendance 
at y° 8‘ time to consult w' them conserning y° 
premises. M. §. A, VI. 679. 


Accordingly at a private meeting 14th July, 
671 


’ 

In obedience to his Honn' y* Govern™ Letter 
and in pursu&nce of this Courts’ Order there- 
uppon this day appearing in Court y* Former 
Magistraets together with y* present and former 
Church Officers of this Citty, unto whoem the 
Worshipp' Court Manifested y* reason of this 
present meeting tendring onely for to advise- 
together, how the sallarie, wch is promised 
towardes y* Maintennance of y* Expected Minis-. 
ter might be raised, whereuppon y°* following: 
a where made and presented to this 
Jourt. 

Imprimis. That, whereas y* Great Excyse in 
the first beginning was Raysed, onely towards 
the Maintainence of.the Ministers, that therefore 
the Ministers ought to to be paid out of the s# 
Excyse, although some advancem' should be made: 
thereupon. 

2dly. That y* Burger Excyst might be Raised 
soo much as will maintaine y* Minister and satis- 
fie other necessarie Charges. 

3dly. That the Costumes uppon y* Importation 
of Rom and Wines might be raised from 4 to 5 
per cento or more. 

4ly That an imposition might be raised uppon 
Rom goeing up for Albany & Esopus. 

5thly That all Townes Charges might be 
Levyed oy a Genn! Taxe, as itt is practicable by 
y°® Neighboring Townes, provided y* Excyse be: 
taken off. 

Uppon which proposals, answer was made,. 
that y* Sallary of the Ministers by y* English, . 
ussually is Levyed by a Taxe & that about two 
yeares since y* Minist' was paid by the townes-.- 
men. 

Whereuppon it was Replyeth that in case y° 
Necessity should Requiere a taxe itt should be: 
much better that a Levy be made upon any 
other accompt as'for the Maintenance of a Min-- 
ister & secondly that y* Ministers about two. 
years since where paid by the Townesmen was. 
onely occasioned by the tyme of Warre, when: 
the Government was not able to Maintaine them, . 
and therefore it was then likewise proposed to 
continue but for one or two yeares, by a volun.- 
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tarie Contribution, finally uppon severall Debates, 
concerning y* former proposalls, itt was mutually 
condiscended unto for to Returne for advise Viz*. 

“That itt would occasion a Great discontent 
“amongst the people, to be both taxed & to pay 
“ Excyse Wherefore itt is in genn™Y proposed, 
“that y° Grand Excyse should be something 
“ Raised, & that an Imposition should be laid 
“uppon Rom going for Albany & Esopus and 
“that y* Selling of Licq' to the Indians should 
“be p'mitted as it is throughout all the govern- 
“ment; And some excyse or Imposition should 
“be raised thereuppon or otherwyse that all the 
“Excyses should be totally abolished; and a 
“ Genn*! Taxe for all towne Charges be made.” 
M. & A. VI. 680-681. 

In 1671, 26th September, upon the request of 
“the Officers of y* Reformed Dutch Church in 
“this City” Governor Lovelace issued an order 
authorizing “the present Elders and Deacons & 
‘¢ those that from time to time shall succeed them 
“in their places,” “to make a Rate or Taxe 
“amongst y* Inhabitants, and those thag shall 

“frequent y® Church in the best and most conve- 
“ nient manner they can devise for y* Maintenance 
“of their Minister or Ministers, y*° Clarke or 
“other Officers of y° Church & y* poore, as also 
“‘for y® reparacon of y* Church as occasion shall 
“require.” ‘The tax levy was to be submitted 
to the Governor for his approbation. Generaf 
Entries : IV. 47. 

‘An order of the Assizes in October, 1672, en- 
forced the observance of the laws of the govern- 
ment as to parochial churches and declared “ that 


““ judgments, yett all shall contribute to the Min- 
“ ister established and allowed, which is noe way 
“judged to be an infringement of the Liberty of 
“Conscience, to which they may pretend.” 

In 1671, 21 December, the deacons of the 


Dutch Chh. complained that they were charged | 


with some of the poore of the Lutheran profes- 
sion notwithstanding a collection is made tor the 
poore in the Lutheran Chh. as also that the dea- 
cons of the s* Lutheran Chh. do not according to 
custom. in a Publicq Meeting deliver up their 


accts how they have disposed of the money so | 


eollected,” &*. 
The Court order each Chh. should for the 
future maintaine their owne poore, and the Lu- 


theran Deacons should yearly deliver up their | 


accounts in a public meeting in the same manner 
as in the reformed Christian Chh. of this City 
until this day hath beene practicable” &. M. ¢ 
A, VI. 750. 

In 1675, March Ist. Governor Andross issued 
an order authorizing the Elders & Deacons of 
the Dutch Church to levy some arrears of volun- 
tary subscriptions made before his arrival, by 
“severall in this Citty and Precincts, for Mainte- 





(June, 


“nance of their Minister or Ministers, Church 
“Officers, Poore, and other Church charges,” 
and “to dispose and apply the same as hath been 
accustomed by their Predecessors,”’ &:, They 
were required to keep “a due and faire Acco! 
“thereot in writing.’ The order further re. 
quired the said subscribers to pious uses to make 
payment accordingly. Warrants, Orders, §-. IL]. 
59. 

At a Councell, June 7, 1675, it was 

Ordered, that y* Courts of Sessions of y° sey- 
erall Ridings ot Long Island be enjoyned to 
make enquiry how y* Lawes have been putt in 
Execuéon, in relation to y® Church and Church 
affaires, and that y* respective Townes who shall 
be found defective, bee forthwith ordered to do 
their dutyes therein: In default whereof to be 
proceeded against at y* next Gen*" Court of As 
sizes, according to d, Severity of y° Law upon 
y* Acco for’ their Contempt. Council Minutes, 
III. 40. 

June 28, 1675, Order continuing all Magis. 
trates and Officers, civil and military in their re. 
spective places, &*. taking Oath of Allegiance to 
his Majesty & Fidelity to the Duke, and to act 
by their established lawes as formerly : 

“ And that all now and hereafter enjoy their 
“Church Priviledges & liberty of their Con- 


|“ sciences, Unless such Persons as live scandal- 


“ously, or disturbe y* publicque peace of the 
“Government, by acting contrary to y°* Lawe: 
“thereof.” Council Minutes, III. 43. 

At the Court of Assizes in October of the 


|same year, the church affairs being taken into 
“although divers persons may bee of different | 


consideration, and particularly the maintenance 


|of the ministry, it was ordered for that object, 
| that besides the usual Country Rate, a double 
| rate should be levied on all those towns in which 
| there was not already a sufficient maintenance 


for a minister. 

In the Records of the Court of Sessions at 
Gravesend, 21 Dec. 1676, “the Church affairs as 
“to Ministers or Readers & Schooles for Children 
“moved to be considered: Gravesend noted to be 
“the most remiss herein.” Conveyances Kings 
Co. Lib. I. Reverse side. : 

Notwithstanding the ample legal provision on 


| the subject some of the towns appear to have 
| been backward in carrying the laws into effect. 


In 1677, a petition was presented to the Gen. Court 
of Assizes, in which the first prayer is “ that the 
“ Maintenance and Encouragement for y* Ministry 
“may by someway be established & that such En- 
“couragement may bee that there may bee 4 
“ Minister in each respective town that wants.” 
It is noticeable too, that the next item is “that 
“there may also be some way established for 
“the Maintenance of a Schoolmaster in each 
“ town.” 

The response of the Court appears to have 
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been that the necessary order was made “last 
“Gort,” with respect to the Ministry, while the 
school question was referred to the Towne and 
the Court of Sessions. Col. MSS. xxvi. 122. 

In his answer to enquiries about New York in 
1678, Governor Andros gave the following ac- 
count of the réligious state of the Province 

“There are Religions of all sorts, one Church 
“of England, several Presbiterians and Independ- 
“ants, Quakers and Anabaptists, of several sects, 
“some Jews, but Presbiterians & Indipendants 
“most numerous and substantiall. 

“The Duke maintains a chapline w* is all the 
“certain allowance or Chirch of England, but 
“peoples free gifts to y* ministry, And all places 
“oblidged to build Churches and provide for a 
“minister, in w‘* most very wanting, but presbi- 
“terians and Independents desirous to have and 
“maintaine them if to be had, ‘I'here are about 20 
“churches or Meeting-places of w*" above halfe 
“vacant theire allowance like to be from 40" to 
“70 a yeare and a house and garden. Noe 
“beggars but all poor cared ffor. If good Min- 
“isters could be had to goe theither might doe 
“well and gain much upon those people.’ Col. 
Doe. II. 262. 

The Charter of Liberties and _ Privileges 
granted by the Duke of York in 1683-4, the 
Great Charter of New York, made ample pro- 
vision for liberty of conscience to all Christians, 
and provided also for the maintenance of the 
Ministry of all Christian churches. 

The former settlements and subscriptions for 
this purpose in the towns on Long Island were 
confirmed, as well as those which might subse- 
quently be made in the same way—*two thirds 
“of the voices in any towne,” concluding the 
minority, who were “ to be regulated thereby.” 

The same Charter recognized all the respective 
Christian churches then in practice within the 
City of New York und the other places of this 
province as privileged churches, so established 
and confirmed by the former authority of the 
Government—and proceeded to confirm them in 
all their rights as such “ from henceforth forever.” 
The existing contracts for the maintenance of the 
Ministry were also ratified, and all contracts for 
the future were to be of the same power. 

Throughout the Province, in default of pay- 
ment by towns or individuals, a summary pro- 
cess was authorized for the collection of the 
assessments and subscriptions, by a warrant from 
any Justice of the county “to levy by distresse 
“with Costs and Charges,” when the amount was 
under forty shillings, or “ otherwise to be recov- 
“ered as the law directs.” 

Dongan’s administration of this law was such 
a8 to elicit the praise of the Governor of New 
Plymouth, whose Address & Petition to the King 
in 1687, contains the following passage, referring 


to the established law for the maintenance of 
the ministry— 

“ And so it is practiced under your majesty’s 
“Government of New York, where the Governor 
“there shows himself of a noble and praise- 
“worthy mind, by taking [care] that all the 
“ people in each town do their duty in maintain- 
“ing the minister of the place, though himself 
“of a [different] persuasion from their way.” 
Hinckley Papers: M. Il. 8S. Coll. TV. v. 180. 

When Dongan sent Captain Palmer and Mr. 
Graham to Connecticut in 1687 to induce them 
to surrender their charter, and to urge them to 
consent to be annexed to the Government of New 
York—among the advantageous terms offered 

yas the following item— ; 

“The Clergy to be provided for sufficiently— 
“hee yt has least in this Govern' receives £60 
“per annum” Col. MSS. 35,73. But the dele- 
gates found “ them obstinate not to surrender to 
“the King.” Col. MSS. wxzv. 64. 

Among other privileges of these churches, they 
appear to have been exempted from taxation. In 
1684, the Lutheran Congregation presented a 
petition to the Governor & Council, pleading 
their privileges, &*. They allege that they had 
been assessed, although the Calvinists had not, 
and their petition is to be released, &. The 
opinion of the Council was, Sept. 6, 1684, “ that 
“the house appointed for the Lutheran Minister 
“should be as free and exempted from taxes, as 
“that of the Dutch and French ministers” and 
their petition was remitted with this opinion to 
the Mayor and Aldermen of the city. Col. MSS. 
xxxi. 173. Doc. Hist. III. 246. 

In 1683, when the people were first admitted 
to take part in legislation, an Act was passed for 
the defraying of the publique and necessary 
charge of each respective Citty, Towne and 
County throughout the province and for main- 
taining the poore and preventing vagabonds. 
This act provided for the annual election of 
Commissioners for the supervising the publique 
affairs and charge of each respective City, County 
and ‘own, and specially recognizing “ the custom 
“and practice of his Ma's Realme of England 
“and all-the adjacent colonies in America” to 
take care and provide for the poor, charged the 
Commissioners with that duty. The act pro- 
vided securities against the importation or intro- 
duction of stranger poor. Any person not having 
a visible estate, or a manual craft or occupation, 
coming into any place within the province, was 
obliged to give security, not to become charge- 
able within two years, and captains of vessels 
bringing passengers into this province, were re- 
quired to report them to the chief magistrate of’ 
the place, within 24 hours after their arrival. 

The Commissioners appointed under this Act: 
succeeded the “overseers” of the Duke’s Laws,, 
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aud were followed by the “ Supervisors” of 1703. 
Gov. Dongan, in his Report on the State of the 
Province, in 1687, says “every Town and Count 
“are obliged to maintain their own poor, which 
“makes them bee soe careful that noe Vagabonds, 
“ Beggars nor Idle Persons are suffered to live 
“there.” He adds “But as for the Kings nat- 
“ural-born subjects that live on Long Island & 
“other parts of the Government I find it a hard 
“task to make them pay their Ministers.” Col. 
Hist. ITI, 415. 

It was a constant instruction to the Colonial 
Governors to endeavour to secure due provision 
for the maintenance of the ministry, anh always 
with special intention and regard to the service 
of the Church of England. The ecclesiastical ju- 
risdiction of the Bishop of London was recog- 
nized, excepting in the collation to Benefices, | 
granting licenses for marriages and probate of | 
wills, which were reserved to the Governor or 
Commander in chief for the time being. 

Among the earliest suggestions from Governor 
Sloughter and his Council to the Assembly in 
1691, came that of a suitable provision for a| 
Ministry in every Town and its maintenance, | 
and An Act for that purpose was prepared and | 
offered to the Consideration of the Assembly by 
the Governor. 

The Assembly appear to have been sensible of | 
the propriety of the provision proposed, and in | 
their list of several bills sent to the Attorney 
General to be drawn up (18 Apl. 1691) the first 
in order is 

“ A Bill for settling the Ministry, and allotting 
“a Maintenance for them, in each respective City | 
“and Town, within this Province, that consists 
“of forty families and upwards.” 

Mr. George Farewell was sent by his Excel- 
lency to supply the Attorney General’s place in 
drawing up the proposed bills—took the minutes 
and Heads of the avers bills on the 20 April, 
1691. On the same day, a Recommendation from 
divers Freeholders, in respect to Mr. Hdward | 
Slade, Minister, to officiate as Pastor or Minister, 
in this City was read, and referred to his Excel- 
lency himself, as Ordinary, and the only proper 
judge, in this Matter. On the lst. of May, Mr. 
Farewell’s bill for the Settlement of the Ministry, 
&*. was read the first time, and not answering 
the intent of this house, is rejected, and ordered 
‘hat another bill be brought in. Geo. ffarewell’s 
Bill of Costs, 20 May, 1691, charged for drawing 
the following bills “ all weh were drawn by mee 
“alone”—A Bill for settling the Ministry, A 
Bill to appoint Schoolemasters, A Bill to regu- 
late abuses on the Lord’s Day, and a Bill for| 
raising £2(00—£3.0.0. and the following “in 
“weh Mr. Emott assisted—for my part” £.2.0.0. | 
A Bill of Indemnity—A Bill to ease People! 
scrupulous in Swearing—and a Bill for estab- 
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lishing the Revenue—Ool. MSS. 37, 117 and 118, 
The same bill gives the fees as theire Matyy 
Counsell in the Leisler prosecutions, &:. 

At the next session, August 23, 1692, it was 
ordered that a bill may be drawn for the better 
observation of the Lord’s Day, and that each 
respective Town within this prevince have 
Minister or Reader, to read Divine Service. 

Soon after Gov. Fletcher’s arrival, at his first 
meeting with the Assembly summoned by him, 
24 Oct. 1692, he recommended a provision for 
the support and encouragement of an able Min. 
istry. At their second meeting, 22 March, 1693, 
he renewed his recommendation, referring to his 
previous message on the subject, and adding “] 
“do not understand that you have made one step 
“towards it: therefore recommend it to your 
“ particular care this sessions.” 

On the Ist April, 1693, the Assembly ordered 
that the Committee formerly appointed for the 
settling the Ministry and Schoolmasters, do 
forthwith proceed upon that business. 

On the 3d April, 1693, the Committee ap- 
pointed for the settling of a Ministry thronghout 
the Province, desire that they may have further 
Time, for the Consideration thereof, whereupon 
it was 

Ordered, That they make report of their Pro- 
ceeding to this House, on Thursday Morning 
next [6th April 

The deficiencies ia the Journal of this session 
include the record of the further proceedings on 
this subject, but it is apparent that the Governor’s 
views were not promoted by the action of the 
Assembly; and at the close of the session, he 
told them 

“Gentlemen: The first thing that I did recom- 
“mend to you at our last meeting, was to provide 
“for a Ministry; and nothing done in it. There 
“are none of you but what are big with the 
“privilege of Englishmen, and Magna Charta, 
“which is your right; And the same Law doth 
“ provide for the religion of the Church of Eng- 
“land, against Sabbath breaking, swearing and 
“all other profanity. But as you have made it 
“last and postponed it this Sessions, I hope you 
“will begin with it the next meeting and doe 
“somewhat towards it effectually.” 

In the same year, he summoned a new assem- 
bly and in his opening speech, renewed his 
former recommendation —as “always the first 
“thing I have recommended, yet the last in your 


| “consideration. I hope you are all satisfied of 


“the great necessity and duty that lies upon you 
“to do this, as you expect His blessing upou 
“your labors.” 
On the same day (12 Sept. 1693) the assembly 
promptly responded by the following order: 
Ordered, ‘Chat Major Merrett, Mr. Theale, 
Major Wessels, Mr. Van Ecklen, Captain Jack- 
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son, Mr. Rutsen, Col. Pierson, and Mr. Still well 
bea Committee to agree upon the easiest and 
best Methods, for the calling and settling a Min- 
istry, in each respective precinct throughout the 
Province, and make report thereof tomorrow 
morsing at 8 o’clock. This committee consisted 
of one ir 
being at that time represented together. 

The report of the Committee was duly pre- 
sented at 8 A. M. Sept. 13., read and ordered to 


be recommitted to the said Committee for fur- | 


ther consideration till 2 o’clock rp. m.—when the 
Committee desired till tomorrow for their report. 
On the next day, 14th, their report being read 
several Debates did arise thereon, so it was re- 
committed to the said Committee for further 
consideration. On the 15 the report was read 
and approved, and an Order was made that a bill 
be brought in for the establishing of it [the 
Ministry] accordingly. 

On the 19% Sept. 1693, Mr. Speaker brought 
inthe bill for settling the Ministry, &°, which 


was read a first and second time, and ordered to | 


be committed to the former Committee of the 
whole house. And on the 21 Sept. 1693, the 
Bill, &, with its Amendments &*, was read a 
third time, and passed and ordered to be sent up 
to the Governor and Council, for their consent. 

On the same day, the Council orderea the bill 
for settling ® Ministry to be read a second time. 
{I find no record of its first reading in the printed 
minutes, nor in the original MS. at Albany]. 

The entry immediately following shows that the 
Executive Council were not at all satisfied with 
the Assembly—and advised its dissolution, or 
for the present a prorogation. 

On the 22¢ the Council ordered the bill read a 
third time and it was assented to by the Governor 
and Council, with this amendment; That in the 


last sheet between the lines 3° & 4" be inserted | 


(and presented to the Governor to be approved 
and Collated). 

The bill with amendment was then sent to the 
representatives to desire their consent thereunto. 
The Gov.’s haste was so great, that he instructed 
the messenger to tell the Representatives to de- 
spatch the business before them, time being pre- 


cious anda charge growing upon the Country. | 
They replied that they had no business before | 


them, that they waited his Excellency’s pleasure 


and that they would immediately despatch this | 


preseat bill with amendment. 

; This they accordingly did and on the same day 
inthe P. M. meeting of the Council, the Clerk 
of the Council acquainted that body that the 
Representatives had refused to amend the bill. 
They considered the amendment, but could not 
agree thereunto, but prayed that 1t might pass 
without that amendment, having in the drawing 
of the bill, had adue regard to that pious intent 
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of settling a Ministry, for the benefit of the 
people. 

The Gov. forthwith summoned the House to at- 
tend in the Council Chamber—where he informed 
them that he had passed the Revenue Bill and 
the Ministry Act; reproved them for their stub- 
bornness in the matter of the Revenuc—and pro- 
| ceeded to prorogue them in the words following: 
“There is also a Bill for settling a Ministry 
|“in this City and some other Countyes of the 

“Government; in that very thing you have 
“shown a great deal of stiffnesse. te take up- 
“on youas if you were dictators. I sent down to 
“you one amendment of three or four words in 
“that Bill, which tho’ very immateriall yet was 
| “ positively denyed. I must tell you it seems very 
|“unmannerly; there never was an amendment 
|“ yet desired by the Council board but what was 
“ rejected ; it is the sign of a stubborn ill temper 
“ and this have also passed. But 

“Gentlemen 

“T must take leave to tell you if you seem to 
“understand by these words (calling the Minis- 
“ ter) that none can serve without your collation 
|“or Establishment, you are far mistaken ; for I 

“have the power of Collating or suspending any 

“Minister in my Government by their Maties 

“ Lres Patents ; and whilst I stay in the Govern- 
|“ ment, I will take care that neither heresy, se- 

“dition, schism, nor rebellion be preached 

“amongst you, nor vice and profanity encour- 
|“aged. It is my endeavour to lead a virtuous 
|“ and pious life amongst you and to give a good 
| Example. I wish you all todoe the same. You 

“ought to consider that you have but a third 
|*share in the legislative power of the Gov- 
'“ernment and ought not to take all upon you 
'“nor be so peremptory; you ought to let the 
“Council have a share; they are in the nature of 
“the IHlouse of Lords or Upper house; but you 
“seem to take the whole power in your own 
|“handsand sett up for every thing. You have 
“sitt a long time to little purpose and have been 
“a great charge to the Countrey ; tenn shillings 
“a day is a large allowance and you punctually 
“exact it. You have been always forward 
“enough to pull down the ffees of other minis- 
“ters in the Government. Why did you not 
“think it expedient to correct your own toa 
| “ moderate allowance ? 

“Gentl. Ishall say noe more at present but 
“that you with draw to your private affairs in 
“the Countrey. I doe prorogue you to the 10th 
“ of January next and you are hereby prorogued 
“to the 10th of January next ensueing.”’ 

The passage of the bill, however, was a source 
of some satisfaction to the church party, incom- 
plete as it was and not by any means adequate 
to their hopes. Gov. Fletcher to the Committee 
of Trade, 9th Ovt. 1693, says “ I have gott them 











“ to settle a fund for a Ministry in the City of 
“New York and three more Countys which 
‘‘ could never be obtained before, being a mixt 
“ people and of different persuasions in religion.” 
Col. Hist. iv. 57. 


A letter of Colonel Morris to the Secretary of | 


the Society for Propagating the Gospel, 20th 
February, 1711, gives something of the interior 
history of this Act. He states that James Gra- 
ham, who was Speaker of the Assembly in 1693, 
drew the bill and “prescribed a Method of In- 
“duction and so managed it that it would not do 
“well for the Dissenters and but lumely for the 
“Church tho’ twould do with the help of the 


“Governor and that was all: but ’twas the most | 
“ that could be got at that time for had more been | 
“ attempted the Assembly had seen through the | 
“artifice the most of them being Dissenters and | 


“all had been lost.’ 


There can be no doubt that it was the inten- | 


tion of the Assembly to provide for the mainte- 
nance of the Dissenting Clergy. Such had been 
the manifest tendency of the previous legislation 
on the subject. All the Assembly but one were 
Dissenters, and the Church of England was 
hardly known in the Province. “There was no 
“face of the Church of Eogland here till about 
“the year 1693.” The Act was very loosely 
worded, which as things stood then when it was 
made could not be avoided. The Dissenters 
could claim the benefit of it as well as Church- 
men, and unless wrested from its true bearing it 
admitted a construction in their favor. Indeed 
they had good reason to claim that it was in- 


tended for them, and that they only had a right | 


to it. In fact, it was arbitrarily and illegally 
wrested from its true bearing, and made to an- 
swer the purpose of the English Church party, 
which was a very small minority of the people 
who were affected by the operation of the law. 
The Act of 1693 itself is a conclusive argu- 
ment against the alleged establishment of the 


Church of England in the Province of New York. | 


It was not established by any law of the Proy- 


ince, nor by the Ecclesiastical Law of England | 


extending over the Province, which was thus ex- 
cluded or modified by express law made by com- 
petent authority. The language of the Report of 
the Venerable Society in 1705 further illustrates 
this point. “The Protestant Religion is settled 
“here by Act of Assembly as Established in En- 
“ gland, except in Suffolk County.” 

In a “ Letter from a Gentleman in New York 
“to his Friend in the Country,” (published in 17—) 


referring to a petition to the Assembly, and a | 


design to make Philipsburgh provide for an 
Episcopal Church, ete. the writer says—“ the 
“ridiculous Pretence that the Church of En- 
“gland is Established in this Province, which 
“ they know to be false, and have actually been 
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“ (sic) admitted to be so by establishing a Fpis- 
“copal Church in the City of New York inde. 
“pendent of the Church of England, in which 
“the Assembly was most shamefully deluded 
|‘ by their Artifices, as appears by the Votes of 
“the House, and for which they still take money 
“from all other Denominations, contrary to al] 
“ Equity and good Conscience, especially consid. 
“ering what enormous Estate they have of their 
“own, for which the best part of their title js 
“their possession.” Broadside in the Force Col- 
| lection. 


An ACT for Settling a Ministry, and Raising a 
Maintenance for them, in the City of New-York, 
County of Richmond, Westchester, and Queen’s. 
County. 





Pass’d the 22d of September, 1693. 


HEREAS Profaneness and Licen- 
tiousness hath of late overspread 
this Province, for Want of a settled 
Ministry throughout the same: To the End the 
|same may be removed, and the Ordinances of 
| GOD duly administred ; 
|I. Be it Enacted by the Governor, and Council, 
ae and Representatives convened in 
ae General Assembly, and by the 
have Care of Souls in AUvthority of the same, That in 
New York, &e. each of the respective Cities 
and Counties hereafter men- 
| tioned and expressed, there shall be called, in- 
| ducted, and established, a good sufficient Protes- 
| tant Minister, to officiate, and have the Care of 
Souls, within one Year next, and after the Publi- 
| cation hereof, that is to say; In the City of New 
York, one; in the County of Richmond, One; in 
the County of Westchester, Two; One to have 
the Care of Westchester, Eastchester, Youkers, 
|and the Manor of Pelham; the Other to have 
|the Care of Rye, Mamarenock, and Bedford; in 
Queen’s County, Two; One to have the Care of 
Jamaica, and the adjacent Towns and Farms; 
the Other to have the Care of Hampstead, and 
| the next adjacent Towns and Farms. 


Preamble 


me wenin If. AND for their respective 
Sums to be raised Lncouragement, Be it further 
for their Mainte Enacted by the Authority afore- 
mitach to the Min. 84¢@, That there shall be annu- 
isters of New York, ally, and once in every Year, in 
pat tothecountry every of the respective Cities 
ion. Country ond Vounties aforesaid, assessed, 
levied, collected, and paid, for 

the Maintenance of each of their respective Min- 
isters, the respective Sums hereafter mentioned, 
| that is to say; For the City and County of New- 
York, One Hundred Pounds; for the two Pre- 
cincts of Westchester, One Hundred Pounds, to 
leach Fifty. Pounds, to be paid in Country Pro- 
| duce, at Money Price; for the County of Rich 
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mond, Forty Pounds, in Country Produce, at 
Money Price; and for the two Precincts of 
Queen’s County, One Hundred and Twenty 
Pounds, to each Sixty Pounds, in Country Pro- 
duce, at Money Price. 


III. AND for the more or- 
derly Raising the respective 
Maintenances for the Minis- 
ters aforesaid, Be it further Enacted by the Au- 
thority aforesaid, That the respective Justices 
of every City and County aforesaid, or any 'I'wo 
of them, shall every Year issue out their War- 
rents to the Constables, to summons the Free- 
holders of every City, County, and Precinct 
aforesaid, together, on the second Tuesday of 

January, for the chusing of Ten 

Vestry-men and Vestry-Men, and two Church- 


ch-Wardens Lobe yr 7 
Se rl Wardens; and the said Jus- 


The method of rais- 
ing the maintenance 


tices and Vestry-Men, or major | 


Part of them, are hereby impowered, within Ten 
Days after the said Day, or any Day after, as to 
them shall seem convenient, to lay a reasonable 
‘Tax on the said respective 

Who shall lay ®t; Qitieg Counties, Parish, or Pre- 
cinets for the Maintenance of the Minister and 
Poor of their respective Places; and if they 
shall neglect to issue their Warrants, so as the 
Election be not made that Day, they shall re- 
Orforfeit each. Current Money of this Prov. 
ince: And in Case the said Freeholders duly 
summoned, as aforesaid, shall not appear, or ap- 
pearing, do not chuse the said Ten Vestry-Men 
IfChurch Wardens 204 two Church-Wardens, that 
&e, are not chosen Jus- then in their Default, the said 
tices to lay the Tax or Justices shall, within Ten 
Days after the said second Tuesday, or on any 
Day after, as te them shall seem convenient, lay 
the said reasonable Tax, on the said respective 
Places, for the respective Maintenances aforesaid ; 
And if the said Justices and Vestry-Men, shall 
neglect their Duty herein, they shall respective- 
Se ly forfeit Five Pounds, current 

“Money aforesaid. 


IV. Aud be it further Enacted by the Author- 
ity aforesaid, That such of the Justices and Ves- 
iry-Men, that shall not be present at the Time 
appointed, to make the said ''axes, and therefor 
be convicted, by a Certificate under the Hands of 
such as do appear, and have no sufficient Excuse 
for the same; shall respec- 


Penalty f a . . . 
olay tox #5, tively forfeit Five Pounds, cur- 


pearing to lay tax £5. 


rent Money aforesaid: And a | 


Roll of the said Tax so made, shall be delivered 

into the Hands of the respec- 
sy tet tive Constables of the said 
tolevy Taxes, Cities, Counties, Parishes and 
: Precincts, with a warrant 
signed by any two Justices of the Peace, im- 
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powering him or them to levy the said Tax; and 
upon Refusal, to distrain, and sell by publick 
Outcry, and pay the same jnto the Hand of the 
Church-Wardens, retaining to himself Twelve 
Pence per Pound, for levying 
thereof: And if any Person 
shall refuse to pay what he is 
so assessed, and the said Constables do strain 
for the same; all his Charges shall be paid 
him, with such further Allowance for his Pains, 
as the said Justices, or any of them, shall 
judge reasonable; And if the said Justice or 
Justices, shall neglect to issue the said Warrant, 
he or they respectively shall forfeit Five Pounds 
current Money aforesaid; and if the said Con- 
stables, or any of them fail of their Duty herein, 
they shall respectively forfeit 
‘ive Pounds current Money 
aforesaid. And the Church 
Wardens so chosen, shall undertake the said 
Office, and receive and keep a 
good Account of the Monies or 
Goods levied by Virtue of this 
Act, and the same issue by Order from the said 


Penalty for refusing 
to pay Taxes, 


And on Constables 
for neglect of Duty. 


Church Wardens to 
keep Accounts. 


| Justices and Vestry-Men of the respective Cities, 


Counties, Precincts, and Parishes aforesaid, for 


| the Purposes and Intents aforesaid, and not other- 


wise: And the Church-Wardens shall, as often 
as thereunto required, yield and give a just and 
true Account unto the Justices 
and Vestry-Men, of all their 
teceipts and Disbursements; 
And in Case the said Church-Wardens, or any 


And Account.to the 
Justices, &e. 


|of them, shall neglect their Duty therein, they 


. : , Shall respectively forfeit Five 
<r Penalty of Poywnds, current Money afore- 
said, for every refusal. 


V. And be it further Enacted by the Author- 
ity aforesaid, That the said Church- Wardens, in 
their respective Precincts afore 
said, shall, by Warrant, as afore 
said, pay unto the respective Min- 
isters, the Maintenance aforesaid, by four equal and 
quarterly Payments, under the Penalty and Forfei- 


They to pay the 
Ministers quarterly . 


| tures, of Five Pounds current Money aforesaid, for 


each Neglect, Refusal, or Default; the one Half of 


all which Forfeitures, shall be disposed of to the 


Use of the Poor, in the respective Precincts 
where the same doth arise, and the other Half 
to him or them that shall prosecute the same. 


VI. Always provided, and be it further Enacted 
by the Authority aforesaid, That all and every of 
the respective Ministers, that shall be settled in 
the respective Cities, Counties, and Precincts 

i aforesaid, shall be called to offi- 
called by the Vestey- ciate in their respective Pre- 
Men, &e. cincts, by the respective Vestry- 

Men, and Church- W ardens afore- 


said. And, Always Provided, That all the former 
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Agreements, made with Ministers’ throughout 

iia ails this Province, shall continue and 
affect former Agree- remain in their full Force and 
ments with Minis- Virtue; any Thing contained 
= herein to the contrary hereof, 
in any wise notwithstanding. 


In accordance with the Act of Assembly, the 
Freeholders of the City of New York appeared 
at the City Hall on Tuesday the ninth of January, 
1694, and proceeded by a majority of votes to 
elect their first Church Wardens and Vestrymen. 
Nicholas Bayard and John Kerfbyl, Church 
Wardens, and Robert Darkins, Robert Walters, 
William Jackson, Jeremiah Tothill, John Crooke, 
John Spratt, Isaac Van Flack, Mathew Clarkson, 
Isaac D’Riemer and Johannes DePeyster, Vestry- 
men. All which was duly performed in the 

resence of James Graham and William Merritt, 
ustices of the Peace. 

The Board however displayed no very great 
zeal in the discharge of their duties. Two or 
three ineffectual meetings of the Justices and 
Vestrymen took place, and on the 29th of Janu- 
ary, the meeting was “adjourned till Monday 
“next att nine of the Clock to appear at the ring 
“of the Bell upon the penalty in the act, &. 
“provided.” On that day, the 5th February, 
1694, upon reading the act, they mesibeeniie 
agreed that a tax of One Hundred Pounds should 
be “assessed, levyed, collected and paid by all 
“and every y® Inhabitants and Residenters within 
“this City and County for y* Maintenance of a 
“Good sufficient Protestant Minister «cording 
“to the directions in the s‘ Act.” They further 
provided for the preparation of the “necessary 
estimate and tax-roll to be prepared and returned 
to the Clerk of the Vestry by the first day of 
March, and that a tax should also be made for 
the relief of the poor who were fit objects of 
charity, of whom a list was to be made. 

On the same day, a meeting of the Church 
Wardens and Vestrynren was held and adjourned 
till the following Monday “ att nine of the Clock 
“att y° first ring of the Bell.” Of this adjourned 
meeting, February 12th, 1694, the. following is 
the record: all the members being ees: 

“Upon reading an Act of Gen' Assembly en- 


“tituled an Act for settling a a and 


“raising a Maintenance for them in the City of 
“New York, &. itt was proposed to this board 
“what Perswasion the person should be of by 
“them to be called to have the Care of Souls and 
“Officiate in the office of Minister of this Citty, 
“by Majority of Votes itt is the — of y° 
“board that a Dissenting Minister be called to 
“officiate and have the Care of Souls for this 
“ Citty as aforesaid.” 

At this stage of the proceedings, the then 
resident Chaplain of the Forces, Mr. John 








Miller, endeavoured to secure the benefit of the 
living established by the act, but without success, 

On the 15th. February, 1693-4 His Excellency 
did acquaint the Council that Mr. John Miller, 
Chaplain to the two companys of Granadeers did 
ao to his Excellency a Lycense from the 

ight Reverend the Lord Bishop of London for 
him to discharge the office of a Chaplain in New 
Yorke in America and by virtue thereof demanded 
induction into the living lately Established by 
Act of Assembly for the maintenance of a Prot. 
estant Minister in the City of New Yorke, and 
others in some other Countyes within this Proy- 
ince His Excellency demanded the opinion of 
this board whether the said John Miller be by 
that lycense or faculty entituled to this living. 
The Council nemine contradicente are of opin- 
ion that the said John Miller is not thereby 
entituled to that living. Council Minutes: VII. 
54. 

On the first day of March, according to ad- 
journment, the Justices & Vestrymen met and 
“ye Committee appointed for y* bringing a Role 
“and Estimate of all y* Real & personal Estates 
“of & every y* Inhabitants & Residents within 
“this City, &. doe desire further time for y* Ef- 
“ fecting the same.” Whereupon, it was ordered 
that the same “ be brought in by Thursday next 
“nine 0’ clock.” ‘They met on the 8th March, ac- 
cordingly, and again adjou-ned for three weeks. 
But no record appears of a meeting at that time, 
and at the next meeting recorded (October 10th, 
1694) nothing appears to have been done. On 
the 3d November, a meeting was held, when 
“the Mayor acquainted them the reason of his 
“calling them vogether was to inform them that 
“there was an Act of Assembly requiring them 
“with the Justices to Lay a Reasonable Tax 
“for y® Maintenance of a Minister & the poor 
“ofthis Citty whereupon itt was Objected by 
“several of the vestrymen that the time of Call- 
“ing of the Minister being Relapsed itt was not 
“ Convenient to Raise a Tax att this time, upon 
“ consideration whereof the Mayor did put the 
“ Question whether they would Pursuant to the 
“said Act Raise a tax for y* Maintenance of the 
“ Minister and the poor. Carried by the Vestry- 
“men Nemine Contra Dicente in the negative.” 

On the 7th. of January, 1695, the last day of 
their term of office—they came together again 
and “The Mayor again put the Question to this 
“board whether they would Raise a Tax For y* 
“ Maintenance of y® Minister & y* poor pursuant 
“to y® Act of Gen! Assembly in that Case Pro- 
“ vided. 

“Itt is y* opinion of the whole Board (the 
“ Mayor excepted) that they Cannot Raise the 
“ Money till a Minister be Called, upon w* the 
“ Mayor publickly Protests against y° Opinion of 
«ye Justices & Vestrymen & says he is ready to 
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“comply with & execute with what is required 
“in the s* Act.” 

Charles Lodwick was at this time Mayor. 

The second election under the Act took place 
on the 8th of January, 1695. Johannes Kip and 
Jacobus Cortlandt Were elected Church Wardens, 
and Philip French, Theunis D:Key, Robert Sin- 
clair, Jeremiah Tothill, Brandt Schuyler, Robert 
Darkins, Johannes DePeyster, Isaac DeRiemer, 
William Jackson, and John Spratt, Vestrymen. 
There was no change favqrable to the views of 
the English Church party—the board continu- 
ing to be as “Dutch and dissenting” as before. 

One of the first effects of the new election was 
to excite the wrath of Governor Fletcher, whose 
wal was great in the interests of the English 
Church Establishment; and the records of the 
Council betray its effects. On the 10 January, 
1695, His Excellency did acquaint the Council 
that there is an open contempt seems to be 
thrown upon an Act of Assembly for the estab- 
lishing a ministry, &, by the inhabitants of this 
city in choosing such for church Wardens and 
Vestrymen as either refuse or neglect to put the 
Act in execution and desired their opinion what 
is proper for the remedy thereof. 

It is the opinion of the board nemine contradi- 
cente that persons offending against the said Act 
ought to be prosecuted according to the form 
thereof at their Maties charge and that the Re- 
ceiver General may advance money out of the 
Revenue for that purpose. Council Minutes: VII. 
113. 

The new board met on the 19th day of Janu- 
ary, 1695, at the call of the Mayor, who informed 
them of their election and its due return by the 
justices and thereupon withdrew. ‘The board 
then agreed to meet on the next Saturday, 26th 
January, at eight o’clock in the morning, “in 
“order For the Calling of a Minister pursuant 
“to the directions of Act of Gen'! Assembly in 
“that Case made and Provided.” This they ac- 
cordingly did, and the following is acopy of the 
entry on their record of the proceedings: all 
the members being present. 

“Pursuant to an Act of Gen"! Assembly, En- 
“tituled An Act For the settling a Ministry & 
“raising a Maintenance for them, &*, the Church 
“Wardens and Vestrymen above named have 
“this day mett & nemine Contra Dicente Called 
“Mr. William Vezey* to officiate in the same 
“place according to the directions in the said 
“ Act contained,” 

This official record of his call to officiate and 
have the care of souls under the Act of 1693 is 
the earliest notice of Wiii1am Vesey in connec- 
ion with the church in New York, where he 


— 


* Mr. Vesey’s Christian name seems not to have been familiar 


at the time of his appointment. A blank was left for it in the 
original entry, which was after wards filled in, 
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was afterwards so well known and distinguished 
as Minister of the City of New York, Rector of 
Trinity Church and Commissary of the Bishop 
of London. The later portions of his career are 
measurably familiar to the students of our early 
history, but the interesting particulars of his 
first appearance and the singular circumstances 
attending his call to the ministry in New York 
and the establishmeng of Trinity Church, have 
hitherto been among the “ hidden things” of our 
historic past. 

William Vesey (or Veazie, as the name was 
more generally spelt in New-England) was born 
in Braintree, in the Colony of Massachusetts, 
in 1674. His family was probably of English 
origin and had been at that time long established 
in Braintree. 

Mr. Vesey graduated at Harvard College in 
1693. We have no particulars of his prepara- 
tion and early training, or the circumstances 
under which he determined to devote himself to 
the ministry. In later years some of the Veseys 
of Braintree appear as Church Wardens, Ves- 
trymen, &*. of the Church there in correspond- 
ence with the Venerable Society in England, and 
a letter from William Vesey and several others, 
from Braintree, September 1, 1710, contains the 
following passage—“ Mr. Vesey, Minister of the 
“Church of New York when he was a youth can 
“say that he with his parents and many more 
“were communicants of the Church of Engiand 
‘“‘and that in their family at Braintree divine ser- 
“vice was daily read.” Dr. Hawks’s MSS. His 
father was an avowed Jacohite, and one of Bell- 
omont’s letters in 1699 to the Lords of Trade was 
accompanied with a copy of the indictment for 
“uttering desperate words against his Majesty,” 
upon which he says that Vesey was “tryd, con- 
“vict and sentenced to stand in the Pillory.’ 
The Court Records at Boston show that “ Wil- 
“liam Veazey of Braintree was presented and 
“held to bail for £500—having said that K. 
“James was his lawful prince and that he did 
“not know how this King came to y® Crowne 
“ and that the Crowne belonged to heirs by suc- 
“ cession.” This was in October, 1696. Records: 
1686—1700 p. 75. Bellomont wished to have 
the Reverend Mr. Vesey displaced and spared 
no pains in enforcing upon the authorities in 
England the “ill principles of the father” as 
probably shared by the son; and in the heated 
party contests of that period, the latter appears 
to have been either too much or too little of a 
politician to avoid their violence. 

But whatever may have been the earliest in- 
fluences upon his mind from his family associ- 
ations and connections, there was littleor no op- 
portunity and still less encouragement for any 
man to seek advancewent in the way of the 
Church of England. The atmosphere of Massa- 
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chusetts was very unfavorable, and the machin- 
ery of education was entirely controlled by men 
who were of all things most hostile to Episcopacy. 
The list of graduates of Harvard College prior to 
1700 must furnish a very brief list of men who 
were at any time connected with the Episcopal 
church. 


Mr. Rapelye says, in his Sketch of Mr. Vesey, 


tcan Pulpit, that he pursued his theological 
studies under the direction of the Rev. Samuel 
Myles, Rector of King’s Chapel, Boston. 
authority is given, and the statement cfm hardly 
be true, for Dr. Myles was absent in England 
from July 1692 to July 1696—that is, for more 
than a year before Mr. Vesey graduated until 
after he is known to have exercised the functions 
of the Ministry (in 1695) upon Long Island. 

A more consistent account of his education is 
given in a remarkable letter, written about 1714, 
and printed in the Documentary History III. 
264. This account states that “he had received 
“his education in Harvard College under that 
“rigid Independent Increase Mather and was 
“sent from thence by him to confirm the minds 
“of those who had removed for their conveni- 
“ence from New England to this Province, for 
“Mr. Mather having advice that there was a 
“ Minister of the Established church come over 
“in quality of Chaplain of the forces, and fear- 
“ing that the Common Prayer and the hated 
“Ceremonies of our Church might gain ground, 
“he spared: no pains or care to spread the warm- 
“est of his emissaries through this Province.” 


This account of his training is confirmed by | 


Chief Justice Atwood who, in a Memorial to the 
Lords of Trade, refers to him as “bred a dissen- 
“ter”; (Col. Hist. V. 104) and Gov. Hunter who 
states that “he was formerly an Independent 
“ Minister in New England.” (Jbid. 311). 

Mr. Vesey was undoubtedly engaged in the 
work of the ministry in the Province of New 
York, as early as some time in the year 1694. 
He must have been a popular preacher, and in 
his occasional visits to the city of New York, he 
gave such satisfactory evidence of his ability in 
his public ministrations—as paved the way to 
his subsequent settlement there. Humphreys 
says of him in connection with the Church es- 
tablishment in N. Y. “Mr. Vesey was then in 
“the Place, but not in holy Orders; a gentleman 
“highly approved of and beloved by every one.” 

It is certain that Mr. Vesey preached at Hemp- 
stead to the congregation there, mostly Dissent- 
ers from the Church of England, but some 
Dutch, about 1695. Miller: p. 11. The church 
at Hempstead was in a somewhat unsettled con- 
dition, and its historian says there are “no au- 
“thentic accounts of a settled ministry in this 
“town for a great number of years.” Prime: 


| 223. 
No | 





282. The Rev. Mr. Thomas, who was sent 
thither as a Missionary of the Society for the 
Propagation of the Gospel in Foreign parts in 


| 1704, wrote home in 1709, “’tho the Place had 


“been settled above 60 yearg before his coming, 


|“and the People had some sort of dissenting 
| Ministers ; yet for above 55 years, the Sacra. 
|*ment had never been administered there: the 
communicated for Sprague® Annals of the Amer- | 


“ oldest there could not remember to have seen 


“or heard of its being celebrated.” Humphreys : 


But whatever conclusion might be reached 


| from all these circumstances taken by themselves 
|—there can be no doubt whatever that at this 
| time, in New York, he was selected and called 
}as a dissenting clergyman—there being a full 


attendance of the Wardens and Vestrymen and 
the vote nemine contradicente. Six of the ten 
vestrymen were of the board in the previous 
year (12 Feb. 1694) when they declared it to be 


their opinion that a Dissenting Minister should 
| be called—and the wardens were both Dutch. 


Whether this action of the Board was hastened 
or stimulated by the threats of prosecution from 
the Governor and Council, we cannot decide, 
But it was followed not long afterwards by far- 


| ther proceedings which show that the Church 


Wardens and Vestrymen were disposed to fortify 
their position and maintain their right to call a 


| dissenting minister, in spite of such formidable 


opposition. 

n the 12 April, 1695, A petition of the 
Church Wardens and Vestrymen for the City of 
New York was read in the Assembly, and upon 
consideration thereof, it was declared, that “ it is 


| the opinion of this House, that the Vestrymen 
|“ and Church Wardens have power to call a dis. 


“senting Protestant Minister, and that he is to 
“be paid and maintained according as the Act 
“directs.” On the 13th April, 1695, the Gov. 
called the attention of the Council to these pro- 
ceedings. ‘“ His Excell did show the Council a 
“ Petiton which was given in to the Assembly 
“by the Church Wardens and the Resolution of 
“the Assembly thereupon signed by the Speaker ; 
“which is: That by virtue of the Act for set- 
“tling a Ministry, they have power to call a dis- 
“senting minister from the Church of England, 
“and compell all persons to contribute towards 
“his maintenance, pursuant to said Act.” Coun- 
cil Minutes: 76. he Council were of opinion 
“that there is no good to be expected from this 
“ Assembly ” and advised a prorogation. Ibid. 
The Governor was not slow to follow their ad- 
vice,—and upon the prorogation which followed 
the same day, he said to the Representatives, 

“Gentlemen, 

“ You have proceeded to give your opinion or 
“interpretation of that Act of Assembly which 
“ provides for a Ministry in this city and two 
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«other Counties, upon a peticon presented unto 
“you, and you say, that the Church Wardens 
“and Vestrymen may proceed, by that Act, to 
“call a protestant minister dissenting from the 
«Church of England and raise the money for his 
“maintenance. Not to tell you that there is no 
“Protestant Church admits of such officers as 
“Church Wardens and Vestrymen but the Church 
“of England. It is out of your province to take 
“upon you to explain an Avt which you did not 
“make; the laws are to be interpreted by the 
« Judges.” ; 

Smith says of the petition above mentioned 
that it was “ a petition of five churchwardens and 
“vestrymen” &. p.117. Upon what author. 
ity does not appear. ‘This is not material ,as 
there can be no doubt that a large majority of 
the existing board were of the same opinion. 
Probably “five” was a error of the press for 
“the,” as those who are familiar with the hand- 
writing of the historian and the facility of error 
in proof reading will readily understand. Dr. 
Berrian copied the statement from Smith. 

In 1695, one of the Long Island towns at- 
tempted to obtain legislative relief. A Bill for 
exempting Newtown, in Queen’s County, “ out of 
“the Pains, Penalties, Forfeitures and Demands ” 
in the Act of 1693, was presented, read a first 
time and ordered a second reading on the 3d of 
April, 1695. 1t was read a second time and 
committed on the next day. On the Sth, the re- 
port of the Committee, about the Minister of 
Newtown was brought in and read, approved and 
ordered to be engrossed with its Amendments. 
On the 9th, it was read the third time and passed, 
and ordered to be sent up to the Governor and 
Council for their assent. This however, it 
failed to receive—the session being somewhat 
sharply terminated a few days later.* 


Il_—JONATHAN EDWARDS, AND THE OC- 
CASION AND RESULT OF HIS DISMIS- 
SION FROM NORTHAMPTON, 


BY REV. E. H. GILLETT, D.D. 


A complete history of the controversy origi- 
nating in the “ ae Covenant” would in- 
1e 


clude a large portion of t 


ecclesiastical history 


* There is an interesting reference to Newtown in the pro- 
posal of the Bish »p of Loudon to send Chap!ains to New York, 
November 18, 1689, “It is humbly proposed to yu Lordship 
;, that two Ministers of the Church of England be sent to New 
» York in America with free passage thither and a competent 
. allowance for the space of two years cut of the Revenue of 
i that place and instructions given to his Ma'i®* governour to 
;, Settle a sufficient number of acres (as a Glebe) not yet dis- 
,, posed of inthe parishes where they are to officiate. New- 
own in Long Island and a parish in Sopus having ear- 
, nestly desired ta have Ministers sent them. An ingenious 
2 schoolmaster in the City of New York is of great use and im- 

Portance.” P, R. 0. Am. & West Inpigs, 
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of New England fora full century. In its connec- 
tions, it would involve the relations of the State 
to the Church and the influences by which, di- 
rectly or indirectly, “the Standing order” was 
superseded by perfect religious equality in the 
eye of the law. 

One of the most interesting episodes of this 
history, and one which marks the culmination of 
the controversy, is that which grew out of the 


| opposition to Junathan Edwards by his people 


at Northampton. His predecessor in the pastor- 
ate, Solomon Stoddard, held that all who pos- 
sessed an adequate knowledge of Scripture truth, 
and who were not scandalous in lite, should, 
upon application, and without further inquiry, 
be admitted to the communion of the Church. 
These views he had carried out into practice, and 
the result was that the membership of the North- 
ampton Church contained many who, in all pro- 
bability, would not claim, in their own behalf, 
to have been truly converted. ‘I'o this fact, Ed- 
wards might reasonably charge the loose » ideven 
wanton conduct of many of the young people of 
his congregation, who in the reaction which fol- 
lowed the great stevival, rushed into extremes of 
license which excited his apprehension. [ear- 
less in announcing his convictions, and firm in 


| maintaining his positions, his rebukes and other 


measures produced an exasperated state of feel- 
ing which resulted in arraying against him the 
majority of his congregation. They refused 
even to hear him defend his principles from the 
pulpit, and insisted upon his dismission. 

1n these circuinstances, he wrote and publish- 
ed his memorable work entitled An Humble 
Inquiry into the rules of the Word of God Con- 
cerning the Qualifications requisite to a Com- 


| plete Standing and full Communion in the vis- 


tble Christian Church, (Aug. 11, 1749.) On his 
own people it produced but a feeble impression, 
for few were willing to read it. But as it was 
circulated abroad, it was very extensively re- 
garded by competent judges as decisive of the 
question at issue. Something of the confidence 
with which it was subsequently appealed to, is 
attested by the language of Rev. Israel Holly (of 
Suffield) in his reply* to Bartholomew of Har- 
winton, Ct, who had publicly advocated views 
substantially identical with those of Stoddard. 
He says, “ 1 remember I have read of the famous 
“ Latymer, who when he was once a going to 
“ preach a sermon, read this text—Zake heed and 
“ beware of covetousness—and then made a long 
“ pause, considering whether he had not best re- 


* A Letter to the Rev. Mr. Bartholomew of Harwinton, con- 
taining a few remarks upon some of his Arguments and 
Divinity, which he has lately published t> the world in a 
pamphiet entitled * A Dissertation on the qualifications neces- 
* sary tothe lawful profession and enjoyment of special ordi- 
‘*nances &c, By Israel Holly. 12mo. pp. 32. Hartford, 1770.” 
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“peat his text an hour or two, Take heed, §c. ; 
“ Take heed, §c—or whether he could say any- 
“thing more needful or beneficial to his audi- 
“ence. So I think sir, if I was to engage with 
“ you in this controversy, I would say, Read Ed- 
“wards. And if you wrote again, 1 would tell 
“ you, Read Edwards, and if you wrote again, I 
“ would say Read Hdwards. Yor I think it need- 
“less for any man to write after him, and fruit- 
“Jess for any man to write against him upon 
“this subject. Nor do I think any man need 
“blush to say that Mr. Edwards has sufficiently 
“ answered all that ever has been, and ever will 
“be, wrote on the opposite side.” 

Answers were indeed attempted—one by Solo- 
mon Williams of Lebanon, Ct., and the other 
by Jonathan Ashley of Deerfield, each of whom 
was a first cousin of Edwards. ‘I'he last of these 
was a sermon preached in the pulpit of North- 
ampton after Edwards’s dismission, and doubtless 
published at the instance of Edwards’s bitter op- 
ponents at Northampton. But the great theo- 
logian did not deign even to take any notice of 
it, or honor it with a special refutation. In 
Bellamy’s Correspondence it is mentioned nat- 
urally in terms of contempt. But the necessity 
of a reply was already superseded by the 
crushing rejoinder of Edwards’s Misrepresenta- 
tions corrected and truth vindicated, in a Re- 
ply to the Rev. Solomon Williams’s Book, en- 
titled “'The True State of the Question concern- 
‘ing the Qualifications necessary to lawful com- 
“ munion in the Christian Sacraments.” * 

But before the coatroversy had reached this 
stage, Edwards had been dismissed from his 
pastorate at Northampton. Shortly after he had 
published his Humble Inquiry &c., a Council 
of advice composed of the Pastors and Delegates 
of the neighboring churches was called, but had 
no influence t0 restore peace. Edwards determ- 
ined to set forth his views in a series of public 
lectures, but only a few of the people could be 
induced to attend, and more than half his congre- 
gation was composed of strangers from the neigh- 
boring towns. 

In the winter of 1749-50 the people had be- 
come impatient and were resolved upon decisive 
measures. Edwards objected to their haste, ob- 
serving that “it was exceedingly unbecoming to 
“ manage religious affairs of the greatest impor- 
“tance in a ferment and tumult.” But they were 
in no mood for objections. It was agreed that a 
mutual Council should be called—but a practical 
difficulty arose with the question as to how it 


* On the margin of the title page of my copy of Williams's 
book—an 8vo in 4to form of 144 pages—is written * R. Breck’s 
“Book. From the people of Northampton,” thus confirming 
the statement of Edwards’s biographer that the people of 
Northampton “* published Mr. Williams's pamphlet at their own 
*‘expense, and distributed it to every family in the town.” 
Breck was pastor at Springfield. 








should be composed, the Church insisting that 
the choice of members should be confined to the 
ministers and Churches of the County. Edwards 
thought this an unreasonable demand, for the in. 
fluence of Stoddard and his writings, and the 
progress of the controversy had arrayed nearly 
all who would thus compose the body in opposi- 
tion to him. For these and other reasons which 
he offered, he insisted upon going out of the County 
for those members of the Council which he was 
to choose. But the people of Northampton met 
this claim with a strenuous and obstinate resist- 
ance. At length they agreed to leave the matter 
to a Council composed of the Ministers and Dele- 
gates of the five ne oma Churches. The 
Council thus composed however, were equally di- 
vided, and after having twice met, were unable 
to agree, and left the matter undetermined. 
They could not unite upon any advice to be offered 
for the reconciliation of the alienation that had 
taken place. 

On one point however they were clear. The 
Pastor of the Northampton Church was entitled 
to go out of the County for some of the members 
of the Council. On March 26, 1750, Edwards of- 
fered to join the Church in calling a Council pro- 
vided that he might name two of the Churches 
out of the County, and that the Council should 
consist of but ten Churches. For more than a 
month, the people refused to accept these terms, 
but at length, on May 3d, they voted compliance. 

The Council thus provided for met on June 
19th. Edwards nominated—out of the County— 
the Churches of Sutton and Reading, the tormer 
under the pastorate of David Hall, avd the last 
under that of William Hobby. Three of the 
Ministers named by Edwards from the Churches 
within the County were in sympathy with him. 
One of these was Edward Billing from the Church 
of Belchertown, (then known as Cold Spring). 
Another may have been ‘Thomas Strong of 
New Marlborough, whose ordination Sermon 
Edwards speaks of having preached, and who 
was a native of Northampton, and consequently 
for some years at least a member of Edwards's 
congregation.* Who the fifth was is somewhat 
uncertain. It may have been John Woodbridge 
of South Hadley, (1732-70) or Jonathan Judd 
(1741-1803) of Southampten, or possibly Ed- 
wards’s devoted and admiring friend, Samuel 
liopkins of Great Barrington. 

The five Pastors of the Churches called by the 
people of Northampton were Robert Breck of 
Springfield, who had, as an Arminian, the repute 


* He married his wife at Stockbridge, and probably was in 
sympathy theologically with Sergeant then a missionary there. 

t Great Barrington was then within the limits of the County. 
Berkshire County was not set off till some years later, The 
distance of Great Barrington—some sixty miles—renders it 
improbable that Hopkins was on the Council. 
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of being a strong opponent of Edwards, with 
whom in days past he had had many a contro- 
yersial passage at arms; Jonathan Asbley of 
Seenteld, a cousin of Edwards, who describes 
him as “a young gentleman of liberal education 
“and notable abilities, a fluent speaker, my 
“Grandfather Stoddard’s Grandson, being my 
«Mother’s Sister’s Son, a man of lax principles 
«jn religion, falling in, in some essential things, | 
“with the Arminians, and is very bold and open 
«in it;’ Chester Williams of Hadley, who was 
also Scribe of the Council; and two others who 
must have been selected from the list of John 
Ballantine (1748-76) of Westfield, Timoth 
Woodbridge (1732-70) of Hatfield, Stephen Wil 
liams (1716-82) of Longmeadow, Samuel Hop- 
kins (1720-55) of Springfield, James Bridgham 
(1736-66) of Brierfield, Joseph Ashley (1747-84) 
of Sunderland, or Strong and Judd already men- 
tioned. 

It is rarely that a Council has been convened 
in which the lines of opposition have been more 
clearly or firmly drawn. The Pastor and the 
people of Northampton were distinctly repre- 
sented in the two opposing parties. Hall of 
Sutton was in strong sympathy with Edwards; 
and only seven years before, in the time of the | 
great Revival, nearly one hundred members had 
been added to his Church in the course of a twel ve- 
month, Hobby had published a defence of the 4 
course of Whitefield from the public attacks | 
which had been made against it; and he now 
stood ready in case the Council went against Ed- 
wards, to protest against its action and publicly 
vindicate his protest. Billing was in a position 
as analogous as possible to that of Edwards 
himself, except that his case was not yet ripe for 
the action of a Council. 

The Church was represented before the Council, 
or rather its interests were managed, by the 
ablest lawyer in Western Massachusetts, although 
his public career had but just commenced. This 
was Joseph Hawley of Northampton, a man 
whom John and Samuel Adams respected as 
their intellectual peer. At this time he was 
only twenty-six years of age, and yet he was the 
leading spirit in opposition to Edwards, and 
drew up most of the documents in behalf of the | 
Church. In later years, when he had acquired | 
the wisdom to discern his errors, and the Chris- 
tian manliness to confess them, he did not hesi- 
tate to speak of the fidelity, ability, and heroic 
truthfulness of Edwards in terms of high eulogy, 
or to confess his own “ peremptory, vehement 
“and immodest manner” in “persecuting that 
“just man.” 

The Council, upon their assembling, was met 
dy the demand from the Church for the immedi- 
ate dismission of Edwards. Ashley was very 
strenuous in urging its necessity. Biwteds, who 
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was well aware of the state of popular feeling, 
and knew that the great majority of the Church 
were inflexibly resolved that he should leave 
them, informed the Council that he would not 
enter into the dispute, but refer the whole 
matter to their judgment. He had no desire, he 
said, to leave his people, on any other consid- 
eration than their aversion to his continuance 
among them as their Minister; but if this dispo- 
sition was to remain unchanged, he had no incli- 
nation or desire that they should be compelled. 
He would simply refer himself to the advice of 
the Council. The Church were then heard, and 
it was found that the great majority of the two 
hundred and thirty male members of the Church 
favored Edward’s dismission, while only twenty- 
three opposed it, the remainder declining to ap- 
pear or act on either side. 

After three days’ discussion, the vote of the 
Council was taken, June 22" 1750. All the 
members who represented the Churches named 
by Edwards were unitedly opposed to his imme- 
diate dismission. All shoss representing the 
Churches named by the Church ot Northampton 
favored it. But the party of Edwards in the 
Council was in a minority of one. The Church 
of Belchertown (Cold Spring) notwithstanding 


| the strong sympathy of their Pastor, Mr. Billing, 


with Edwards, refused to send a delegate, and 
left the party which he represented numerically 
inferior to the other. The result was that the 
Council, by a majority of one, dissolved the pas- 
toral relation. The minority opposed to this their 
protest which was soon after.printed in Boston, 
and which was publicly defended by Rev. Mr. 
Hobby. 

To the decision of the Council Edwards offered 
no opposition. He at once sat down to prepare 
his farewell Sermon; and if his other writings 
declare the superiority of his intellect this reveals 
his magnanimity of soul. He spoke in the tone 
of one who held his position far aloft, above the 
atmosphere of party strife, where he could look 
down upon the scene with the calm impartiality 
of one who occupied the post not of party but 
of Judge. He had sacrificed all his worldly 
prospects to the conviction of duty. ‘ The future, 
so far as this world was concerned, was all dark 
before him. He had hitherto received the 
largest salary of any country Pastor in New 
England; and dependent almost entirely upon 
that for the support of his large family, he was 
now left to seek his support with no prospect at 
least of any immediate settlement. Nearly all 
the neighboring Churches were opposed to his 
principles. His age, moreover, was against him ; 
and yet he felt that he had no other sphere than 
what was to be found in the pulpit and the pen ; 
yet there is a dignified tone, as well as a grave 
pathos in his letter to Erskine. “ Most places in 
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“New England that want a Minister, would not 


“be forward to invite one with so chargeable 
“ family, nor one so far advanced in years—being 
“forty-six the fifth day of last October. I am 
“fitted for no other business but study. I should 
“make a poor hand at getting a living by any 
“secular employment. We are in the hands of 
“God, and I bless Him, I am not anxious con- 
“cerning his disposal of us, I hope I shall not 
“ditrust Him, nor be unwilling to submit to his 
&¢ will.” 

With no call to settle elsewhere, Edwards re- 
mained on his farm at Northampton. Something 
of a reaction of feeling seems to have taken place 
among a portion of his people after his dismis- 
sion, such at least as to lead some to hope that 
enough might adhere to him to warrant the or- 
ganization of anew Church of which he should 
be the Pastor. A Council was called to consider 
this project. It was met with a Remonstrance 
on the part of the Church against the expediency 
of the re-settlement of Edwards over a portion of 
the body. Not content with argument, the au- 
thors of the document, according to Mr. Hawley,* 
who doubtless had a leading hand in its produc- 
tion, “every where interlarded (it) with un- 
“ christian bitterness, sarcastical and unmannerly 
“insinuations.” “It contains divers direct, 
“grievous and criminal charges and allega- 
“tions against Mr. Edwards, which . .. were 
“really gross slanders.” ‘The whole of the com- 
posure was “a scandalous, abusive injurious li- 
“bel against Mr. Edwards and bis particular 
“friends.” Nor was this all. The Church re- 
fused to appear before the Council to support 
their charges, although their presentation of the 
Remonstrance had been a virtual recognition of 
its authority. It was doubtless in view of the 
state of popular exasperation, so bitter that the 
Church was resolved, while without a Pastor in 
place of Edwards, not to allow him to enter 
the pulpit even as a supply, that the Council de- 
cided against the expediency of Edwards’s re-set- 
tlement at Northampton. In this decision, we 
can well believe, he more than acquiesced. 

It might now seem that the seal of reprobation 
had been finally, as it had been signally, affixed 
to the peculiar views of Edwards. But reason, 
if not louder, was in the end stronger than pas- 
sion. Edwards’s Treatise on“ Qualifications ke” 
was seed sown broadcast, and all his persecu- 
tions had simply harrowed it in. Nor was this 
all. A strange Providence was at work, to place 
him in a sphere where he might perform more 
important labors than any which he could hope 
to accomplish in his pastorate at Northampton. 
Two weeks before the Council that dismissed him 
met, John Sergeant, missionary among the 


* Joseph Hawley, like Solomon Williams and Jonathan Ash- 
ley, was a first cousin of Edwards. 
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Stockbridge Indians, sickened and died. Samuel] 
Hopkins of Great Barrington was urged to ac. 
cept the vacant post. He declined it, but in the 
hope that Edwards might be induced to accept 
it and become his neighbor. His plan succeeded: 
and on the banks of the Housatonock, in sight of 
Monument mountain, Edwards found leisure, 
amid his missionary labors, to compose the great 
work on the Freedom of the Will, which for all 
after time has coupled his name with those of 
the profoundest metaphysicians of the world, 

Nor was this all. The leading instruments in 
the expulsion of Edwards from Northampton had 
reason bitterly to lament their folly. Joseph 
Hawley, within two years after he had tri. 
umphed as the leader of the party opposed to 
Edwards, began to perceive his error, and a few 
years later, with a rare manliness that does more 
honor to his memory than all his noble services 
as the compeer of Samuel Adams in the cause 
of freedom in his native State, wrote and pub. 
lished a recantation of his mistakes and a peni- 
tential acknowledgement of his faults, which is 
embodied in the record of Edwards’s life. 

Jonathan Ashley, the “young gentleman of 
“liberal education and notable abilities,” the 
“fluent speaker,” and Pastor at Deerfield, who 
exulted over Edwards’s dismission by holding 
up his views to rebuke in the pulpit which Ed- 
wards could no longer enter, found that his 
course had brought trouble within the bounds of 
his own congregation. The people of Belcher- 
town were dissatisfied with their Pastor, Mr. Bil- 
ling ; and in sympathy with those at Northamp- 
ton, prepared to imitate their example in dismiss- 
ing their Pastor. His firm support of Edwards, 
as well as adherence to his views, had rendered 
him unpopular; and in April 1752, he was dis. 
missed from his charge, 

But Mr. Ashley at Deerfield had not succeeded 
in convincing all of his congregation of the cor- 
rectness of his own views. Some of them were 
in sympathy with Edwards; and at this very 
juncture, the portion of his congregation which 
was finally set off to form the town of Greenfield, 
saw fit to renew an application which they had 
made fourteen years before to be made a separate 
parish. Meanwhile Mr. Billing was at leisure 
to supply them with preaching on the Sabbath. 
At their invitation he almost immediately com- 
menced his labors; and on September 24, 1753, 
“after taking the advice of several Ministers 
“with respect to the fitness of Mr. Edward Bil- 
“lings for the work of the ministry in Greenfield, 
“the Town voted to give him a call.” That call 
was accepted; and Mr. Ashley was compelled to 
witness, in spite of all his persuasions and re- 
monstrances, the success of a project which must 
have materially reduced the resources and 
strength of his congregation, and given him for 
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his nearest neighbor one who held all the ob- 
noxious principles of the Northampton Pastor. 

The discourse in which he attempted to dis- 
suade his people from leaving him, is important | 
as defining the position which he took in oppo- 
sition to Edwards, and as confirming the accu- | 
racy of Edwards’s statements on the nature of the 
reports which were circulated to injure his char- | 
acter and influence. “Crafty designing men,” | 
so he wrote to Gillespie in Scotland, “ have | 
“abundantly filled the ears of the more igno-| 
“rant with suggestious that my opinion tends to | 
“overthrow all religion, and to ruin the present | 
“and future generations, and to make all hea- | 
“thens, shutting them out of the Church of! 
« Christ.” 

At the time when Ashley’s discourse was de- 
livered, the first steps had already been taken to 
secure the services of Mr. Billing fur the Greenfieid 
congregation. Those who composed this body 
had doubtless other reasons than sympathy with 
the views of Edwards, for wishing to be disjoined 
from the Parish of Deerfield. But to these the | 
discourse nakes no reference. After discussing 


the relation of members to the Church under the 
figure of the grafts to the olive tree, Mr. Ashley 
remarks, 

“If these things are so yt the olive tree is a 
“ch® state or covenant relation, and that all 
“baptized persons are ch® members, or branches 


“of this olive tree 

“Then let me intreat you who are about to 
“constitute a ch" upon quite different principles, 
“to consider seriously what you are an to do. 

“You are about to break off some of the 
“branches which by baptism are grafted into the 
“olive tree & not suffer them to partake of its 
“root’& fulness. Some of the branches are to 
“be treated as heathens, and left in such a state. 

“And let me tell you if you will act up to y® 
“principles you profess you can expect no other 
“but the greater part of the branches will be 
“broken off and denied the privileges of ch® 
“ members. 

“Is it not enow to move your concern and 
“pitty when you think these under branches are 
“to be rejected & left to wither & perish away, 
“your sons & daughters live & grow up like 
“heathens without the bonds of religion & left 
“to live in sin as they please. 

“Surely you cant be so unnatural as to have 
“no thot & concern for those who came out of 
“your own bowels & are part of yourselyes— 
“and can you think of it without concern y* yy 
“shall be, the greater part of you in a little time 
“heathens. 

“Perhaps you will tell me there is no danger 
“ofthis, 1 assure you you can expect no other 
“upon the principles you have embraced—yea, 
“you already see the effects of these principles. 

HIST. MAG., VOL.1, 22 
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“ Such as fall into the Sin of fornication, or 
“or any other gross Sin, neglect to humble them- 
“ selves—lie under guilt—dishonor God & these 
“principles keep them in such a state—others 
“neglect to give up their children to Baptism. 

“& let me tell you it is not even y‘ any of you 
“have had a hope yt you have had faith, but you 
“must upon your principles have it in exercise 
“when you bring a child to baptism or come to 
“the Lord’s table. For you are not to live on 
“old acts of faith—and if you doubt of your 
“having faith yourselves, you must not bring 
“vour children to Baptism. 

“T intreat you to think seriously of thess 
“things & whether those of you who are about 
“to declare yourselves regenerate and to exclude 
“all others who have not boldness enow to do 
“it from your communion, whether you dont 
“too much resemble those Is. 65, 5—and dont 
“you boast against your fellow branches. 

“ You have censured me y‘ I have not publicly 
“ addressed; I have now done it; whether you 
“ will hear or whether you will forbear I know 
“not, but I shall have this satisfaction yt I have 
“forewarned you and have delivered my own 
“soul, 

“Whether ever I shall have opportunity to 
“address you as a part of my charge again I 
“know not. 

“JT therefore tell you, however you may think 
“T am your enemy for telling you the truth that 
“T have no small conflict for you and am not a 
“little concerned for your welfare—nor am I a 
“little distressed when I see how some of my 
“ Brethren are to be treated by you—denied tho 
“ privileges of the ch” among you—whose souls 
“need the means of grace as well as you, how- 
“ever you may be willing others should be so 
“treated yet | am well assured your own chil- 
“dren are so dear to some of you that you can- 
“not bear it when it comes to your own case. 

“One thing I request of you which is that you 
“ could understand the principles you are about 
“to bind yourselves to—this 1 am sure you dont 
“at present—scarce any two of you understand 
“ them alike. 

“Some suppose that it will never be required 
“of such as come to special ordinances to make 
“ any declaration y' Implies their being converted 
“ or regenerate—others suppose they will. 

“Let me tell you when he whom you have 
“invited to be your Pastor was dismist from 
“his late charge—it was put to him whether he 
“gould not admit persons to the ordinances who 
“expressed it y duty to come altho y’ dare not 
“ profess themselves regenerate, he said he coud 
“not, and he had rather beg his bread than do 
“it,—& if he did he could expect no other but 
“God would Jeave him in darkness all his days. 

“ Now Suppose him to be allways Conscien- 
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“ticus & act up to his principles, Judg you 
“whether you must not profess yourselves re- 
“ generate— 

“ Which leads me also to request one thing of 
“you Sir who are seeking the charge of this 
“ people, & this is to deal plainly & truely with 
“them & let them know your principles which I 
“am sure they do not, and as they are a part of 
“my charge & I am bound to be concerned for 
“them I request it of you yt you would satisfy 
“them in the following particulars. 

“1* are not all baptized persons y' are noi ex- 

“communicated in the ch". 
. “2y do you hold that it is lawful for any per- 
“sqn who judges himself in a state of nature 
“either to come to the Lord’s Tuble or bring his 
“children to Baptism. 

 34ly will you allow any person to come to 
“special ordinances without making a_profes- 
“sion which does imply his being regenerate if 
“he speaks true, or in other words if a person 
“ whose life is free from scandal shall tell you 
“he thinks it his duty to attend the Lord’s Sup- 
“ per as a converting ordinance but he does not 
“ Jook upon himself regenerate nor dare he pro- 
“fess anything with respect to his regeneratiun 
“ —will you admit such a person without mak- 
“ing any profession that implies regeneration. 

“4'tly what do you esteem to be the duty of a 
“person in the ch" wbo believes himself to be 
“ina state of nature—is it his duty to come to the 
“ Lord’s Table or absent himself—I entreat you 
“to think ofthese things and let me know and 
“this people who-are under my charge your sen- 
“ timent on these things yt you may not be de- 
“ceived in matters of great importance to y* 
“ Souls.”’* 

The scene which must have been presented on 
the occasion of the delivery of this address must 
have been such as even a novelist would allow 
to be sensational. It would appear that the 
Greenfield people, toward the close of the year 
1752, or the commencement of 1753,+ had ma- 
tured their plans and invited Mr. Billing to be- 
come their Minister, or at least to preach for 
them—that he had arrived upon the ground— 


secession of the congregation took place, the 
Greenfield people, together with Mr. Billing 
himself, were present at Deerfield, worshipping 
with Mr. Ashley’s people, and that he took 
adroit advantage of this occasion to throw the ap- 
ple of discord among the seceders, or alienate 


* The address given above was copied from a leaflet among 
Mr. Ashley’s manuscripts, and the handwrittog is indisputably 
his. ‘he first portion of the discourse is wanting. 

+ It was on April 2nd 1753 that ihe town of Deerfield voted 
for a Committee to consider and determine the dividing line be- 
tween that Town and the proposed district on the North side 
of Deerfield River. Thecharter of Greenfield was dated June 9, 
1758, 
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| from Mr. Ashley’s congregation. 


| posed. 
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them from the man whom they designed to call as 
their Minister. It was a bold experiment, but in 
keeping with the character of Mr. Ashley, 
His effort however was futile. The Greenfield 
people adhered to Mr. Billing, and withdrew 
He was com- 
pelled to see the man whom he, above others 
doubtless, had been instrumental in unsettling at 


| Belchertown, through his influence and argu. 


ments-at Northampton, the leader of an impor- 
tant secession from his own Parish. 

It was thus that the principles of Edwards 
made progress even where they were most op- 
His Treatise, and his expulsion from 
Northampton made them understood throughout 
New England; and the half century which fol- 
lowed merely settled the local details of a vic. 
tory already won. One by one, the Churches, 
either by formal vote, or by the silent influence 
of their Pastors and of a changing public opinion, 


| came into the scheme of Edwards, until it seemed 
| scarcely credible that such views as those which 
| were held by his opporients could have had such 
| a strong hold on a large portion of the New En- 
| gland Churches. 


II].—THE EARLY METHODISTS AND THE 
AMERICAN REVOLUTION. 


Repiy Tro THe Eprrors or T'he Methodist. 


The Methodist of the thirtieth of March, the 
fifteenth of April and the twenty-seventh of 
April, contained a series of papers in answer to 
our article on this subject, printed in the De- 
cember number of Tur Hrstortcat MaGazine; 
and as we have copied the articles referred to in 
our last number we propose to offer a few words 


| in reply. 


The question involved is one concerning the 


| History of Early Methodism, and whether or 


not the several statements contained in our orig- 


|inal article on that subject were true. Itis 
| one concerning facts rather than opinions ; and it 
that on this last occasion (probably) before the | 


is to be decided by the weight and character of 


| the evidence adduced on either side, rather than 
| by the “note” of the witness before the world 
| or his standing in society or in the Church. IH, 
| therefore, we can produce better evidence to sup- 
| port, than Zhe Methodist las produced to con- 
| trovert, our original statements, it matters notif 
| our “value” or “note” is below the Methodis- 


tic standard, since our fidelity as a Historical 
writer will not suffer; and the world of letters 
and the common sense of the world at large will 
declare, in that case, that while Zhe Methodist 
may or may not be the superior authority on 
questions of mere opinion, on matters of History 
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which are matters of solid facts, Taz Historica. 
Magazine, whether of “ little note” or the con- 
trary, is the peer of its neighbor, in every re- 
spect. si : ; 

If our original narrative was false, as The 
Methodist has repeatedly stated, the emphatic 
denials and counter-statements which it has 
made in its answer, are true ; and “ the late ‘ cen- 
«¢tennial’ interest of Methodism,” to which it 
has referred, instead of affecting the subject dis- 
advantageously, will have afforded a wider field 
for the dissemination of the Truth, as it will 
have been thus established by our opponent, be- 
fore many witnesses. It seems to us, therefure, 
aside from the standards of the Church and the 
teachings of the Bible, that, in that case, mag- 
nanimity to a discomfited opponent who has been 
considered worthy of so much of Zhe Methodist’s 


spaceand attention, should have prompted the lat- | 


ter to tell the whole truth, rather than a part of it; 
and by avviding, on its part, a suppressio veri, 
while it exposed ns infidelity to the Truth, it 
would have given evidence to the world of 1Ts 
own good title to respectability. When Zhe 
Methodist concealed the fact that the article in 
question was one of a series of articles on the 
early History of Methodism, which had appeared 
in Toe HistortcaL MaGazine, month after 


month, successively, and insinuated that it was 
merely a special article, written for a special 


occasion, “ for the purpose, probably, of attract- 
“ing attention to his [owr| publication,” it 


“probably ” fulfilled its mission as a religious | 


weekly, a3 that mission is understood by its con- 
ductors; but we trust we shall be pardoned if 
we intimate, as we do most decidedly, that our 


idea of the mission of-such a sheet is entirely | 


different. 

So also, when Z'he Methodist spoke of the “de- 
“eisive evidence of Wesley’s early change of 
“opinion in favor of the Colonists,” and told the 
world that we “must have read” it in Doctor 


Stevens’s Listory of Methodism, although it knew | 
THERE WAS NO such EVIDENCE THERE, it sup- | 


posed, we have no doubt, that it was acting as 
became a Methodist journal, engaged with a 


contemporary older than itself, in discussing a | 


purely historical subject; but we hope that it 
will pardon us again if, in this instance, also, 
we differ from it; nor will that pardon be less 
readily bestowed when we shall remind it that 
Mr. Wesley’s own testiinony to the contrary, ad- 
daced by us from the archives of the “Society” 
in John street, as published by its Pastor in Au- 
gust, 1780, and republished in Tue Hisrortcan 


Macazine for December, 1866, was in its posses. | 


tion when it made this reckless averment, and was 
entirely disregarded. 

_ There are several other instances, in the three ar- 
ticles referred to, in which The Methodist has zeale 
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ously suppressed the truth, as if its readera could 
not to be safely entrusted with the original evi- 
dence in the case, nor even know of its existence ; 
and it will pardon us, we hope, if we differ from it 
again, as we do, while we protest, in their behalf, 
that that evidence is far preferable, as a guide 
for the judgment of those readers than its own 
unsupported word on the subject can be 

We are not one of those who consider the laity 
as necessarily incapable of judging, from the evi- 
dence, for itself, concerning simple matters of 
fact: that we differ from 7’he Methodist in this 
instance urises, probably, from the fact that we 
are a layman and not a Methodist, while it is 
| the organ of Methodists who are, also, clergy- 
men. 

We believe that History is written properly only 
| when it is written truly, and when it carries with 
it, openly, for the instruction of the judgment of 
those who shall read it, the best evidence of its 
| truthfulness: that we differ from The Methodist 
|in this respect is accounted for in the fact that 
we have no furegone theory to sustain and no 
| ancestral nor denominational reputation to bolster 
|up with fictitious patriotism or questionable 
| Christianity. We believe that when History has 
been thus correctly written and thus supported 
with the best original authorities on the subject, 
| those who controvert it are less unfriendly to its 
author than to his authorities; and that the 
writer of the narrative, who faithfully repeats 
what he has learned from others who were most 
capable of imparting the information on which 
| he writes, suffers less at the hands of a doubting 
| disputant than do those on whose information he 
|wrote his narrative: that we differ from Zhe 
Methodist in this respect originated in the fact 
that we had scen no reason for discrediting John 
Wesley and Richard Boardman, “ the old book ” 
in John street and the Minutes of the Conferences, 





| J. B. Wakeley and Lorenzo Sabine, on matters 


lof fact, concerning the Toryism of the Early 
Methodists, even for the purpose of accrediting 
Abel Stevens, LL.D., with an importance as an 
Historian, to which he was not in the least degree 
| entitled. 

We believe that those who, while discussing 
Historical subjects, shall conceal known facts 
which illustrate those subjects, and advance un- 
founded insinuations which shall be calculated 
to mislead their readers thereon, are cowardly 
partizans and falsifiers, and unworthy of credit: 
that we differ from The Methodist in this respect 
arises, probably, from the fact that its conduct- 
| ors control a wide-spread, popular, and intluen- 
tial sectarian periodical, whose prospects might 
| be injured by a bold and manly declaration of 
| the naked ‘Truth concerning the History of its 
1 nomination; while Te HistortcaL Mae- 
AZINE, Without any party or sect at its back, is 
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devotéd to unadorned History, and although “ of | “<« Ques. 12. SHALL WE CONTINUE IN crosg 


“some value,” is of “ little note.” 

The averments which Zhe Methodist has dis- 
posed of on its own authority, in the articles to 
which this is an answer, are these : 


I. “Every Methodist of that period,” [during | 
the American Revolution] “ whether in Europe or | 


“ America, was necessarily an Hpiscopalian, one 
“ of whose leading tenets was that George III., 


“ King of Great Britain, was his supreme eccle- | 


“gsiastical head on earth.” 


On this subject we wrote, and The Methodist | 


made no mention of, the following : 

“We have before us a copy of the Minutes of 
“some Conversations between the Preachers in 
“connection with Rev. John Wesley, Philadelphia, 
“ June, 1773—the first Generel Conference in 
“ America—during which the ‘following Rules 
“were agreed to’ by all the Preachers present: 

“¢]. Every preacher who acts in connection 
“with Mr. Wesley and the brethren who labour 
“¢in America, és strictly to AVOID ADMINISTERING 
“THE ORDINANCES OF BarTisM AND THE LoRD’s 
“¢ SupPER. 


“<2. Ali the People among whom we labour to | 


“‘be EARNESTLY EXHORTED TO ATTEND THE 


“* CHURCH, AND TO RECEIVE THE ORDINANCES | 


“<THERE; but in a particular manner to press 
“<«the people in Maryland and Virginia, to the 
“¢ observance of this minute. 

“<3. No person or persons to be admitted to 
“our love feast, oftener than twice or thrice, 
“*unless they become members; and none to be 


“admitted to the Society meeting more than | 


“¢ thrice.’ 


“The ‘Ruves’ thus ‘agreed to by all the! 


“¢ Preachers preseat,’ in the General Conference, 
“in 1773, were unquestionably respected by the 
“ Methodists throughout the several Colonies ;— 
“even the War which, soon after, broke down all 
“the sympathies of the great body of the inhab- 
“itants for everything that was English, could 
“not eradicate the fidelity of the Methodists to 
“the Established Church of England, as required 
“by the ‘Rutes’ which we have quoted. ‘lo 
“ prove this, we cite the following facts: 

“In the General Conference, held in Kent 
“County, Delaware, on the twenty-eighth of 
“of April, 1779, the tenth question asked, and 
“the answer thereto of the Uonference, were as 
“ follows: 

“* Ques. 10. SHALL WE GUARD AGAINST A 
“¢SEPARATION FROM THE CHURCH, DIRECTLY 
“oR INDIRECTLY ? 

“¢ Answ. BY ALL MEANS.’ 

“ Again: In the General Conference, held at 
“ Baltimore, on the twenty-fourth of April, 1780, 
“the subject was renewed, and similarly deter- 
“mined. The following is the official record of 
“ that action: 





“€COMMUNION WITH THE CHURCH, AND prugs 
“*OUR PEOPLE TO A CLOSER COMMUNION wity 
“<HER? 

“* Answ. YES. 

“<« Ques. 13. Will this Conference grant the 
“*privilege to all the friendly Clergy of the 
“Church of England, at the request or desire 
“¢of the people, to preach or administer the or. 
“«dinances in our Preaching-houses or Chapels? 

«“* Answ. Yes.’ 

“What was meant by ‘the Church,’ among 
“those who, like this Conference, favored ‘the 
“¢Establishment, at the dates referred to, needs 
“little illustration—it referred to ‘the Church? 
“of England, as established by Law, in Virginia, 
“etc. 

“Jt will be seen from this authoritative testi- 
“mony that the Methodists of 1766-85 were only 
“a‘* Society’ within ‘the Church’: Mr. Wesley’s 
“letter ‘‘To Dr. Coke, Mr. Asbury, and our 
“« Brethren in North America, dated ‘ Bristol, 
“¢ September 10th. 1784, shows that, at that 
“date, even, none of his preachers had been or- 
“ dained—Francis Asbury was not even Deacon, 
“ before 1785, as will be seen in Section IV. of the 
“ Form of Discipline, Edit. N. Y. 1789. 

“No one will pretend that an unofficial mem- 
“ber of any ‘Society’ can administer a Sacra- 
“ment: Mr. Wesley’s own Sunday service of the 
“ Methodists—the ‘Methodist Prayer Book’— 
“ (Edit. London, 1786, pp. 287, 288,) in the Ordin- 
“ ation service of Deacons, thus tells us what a 
“ Deacon might do: 

* * * * * 

“Tt will be seen that even Francis Asbury, 
“prior to 1785, was disqualified for the adminis 
“tration of an ordinance; but it was equally 
“ vertain that, prior to that date, there was nota 
“ Methodist Church in the country, to which 
“such Ordinances were necessary ; neither was 
“there a Methodist Pastor. All this is evident 
“from the Minutes of some Conversations between 
“the Ministers and Preachers of the Methodist 
“ Hpiscopal Church, at a General Conference held 
“ at Baltimore, January, 1785, and the first per- 
“fected Form of Discipline, Section IV. ; and it 
“seems proper to remind some of our friends 
“that, prior to 1785, Methodists were necessarily 
“ Episcopalians of the British Established 
“Church; that those who taught them were 
“simply ‘Preachers’; that their church edi- 
“fices were simply ‘ Preaching-houses’; that 
“ even Francis Asbury was, subsequently, made 
“successively a Deacon, Elder, and Bishup ; and 
“that not before January, 1785, was there 4 
“ Methodist Church, as such, in America, nor 4 
«“ Methodist Pastor.” 

To this averment, thus sustained, The Method- 
‘ist made no attempt at reply, in either ofits ar- 
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ticles; and we have a right to treat it as one 
which has been conceded by our opponent, with 
all its necessary consequences. 

We have a right, in view of its silence on the 
subject, to consider Z’he Methodist as conceding 
ihe truth of the averment, thus sustained, that 
“every Methodist of that period was necessarily 
“an Episcopalian,” and as necessary a daily sup- 
pliant for a bestowal of the Divine favor on 
George III., his Parliaments, his Armies, and 
his Fleets, as were Doctors Seabury and Inglis, 
Chandler and Wilkins, and all other Episcopa- 
lians of the period ; and we have a right, also, 
in view of the same silence, to treat our oppo- 
nent as conceding the claim, thus sustained, that 
it was not until the Conference of January, 1785, 
that George III. ceased, in law, to be the Su- 
preme head, in ecclesiastical affairs, of every 
Methodist “ Society ” in America ; and that, until 
that time, the Canons, and Liturgy, and Common 
Prayer promulgated by m1s authority were their 
Supreme law. 

We say we have a right to thus take judginent 
against The Methodist, by default, although we 
are not disposed tq do so—preferring rather to 
strengthen the evidence which this uncontra- 
dicted testimony affords concerning the 'Toryisin 
of the Early Methodists, by the introduction of 
other testimony to prove the unequivocal Loy- 
ilty to the King, his Sovereign, of him on whom 
every Methodist leaned for support, at the 
period referred to; and thus to show that not 
only in its streamlets but at its very source, 
Mernopism was Toryism. This brings us to 
our second proposition : 

II. “Mr. Wesley made no attempt to conceal 
“his repugnance to the earlier disloyalty of the 
“Colonists ; and when ” [in the lutter days of the 
War] “he was attacked by some of his country- 
“men who differed from him, his fellow Method- 
“ists” [in this country] “ hastened to his relief, 
“without the least hesitation.” 

In confirmation of this averment we referred, 

our original article, to the tract—condensed 
from Doctor Johnson’s Ministerial production, 
Taation no Tyranny—which Mr. Wesley wrote 
aud published in 1775, with the title of A Culm 
Address to our American Colonists; and from 
the latter we adduced the following as the opin- 
ion of the founder of Methodism, in the earlier 
lays of the War, concerning the demands of the 
Americans for a redress of their grievances : 

“These good men [the republicans in England] 
“hope it will end, in the total defection of North 
“Awerica from England. * * * 

“But, my brethren, would this be any advan- 
“tage to you? Can you hope for a more desir- 
“able form of Government, either in England or 
“America, than that which you now enjoy ? 
“After all the yehement cry for liberty, what 
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“more liberty can you have? What more re- 
“ ligious liberty can you desire, than that which 
“ you enjoy already? May notevery one among 
“you worship Ged according to his own con- 
“science? What civil liberty can you de- 
“sire, which you are not already possessed of? 
“ Do not you sit without restraint, every man un- 
“der his own vine? Do you not, every one, high 
“or low, enjoy the fruit of your labor? This 
“ig real, rational liberty, such as is enjoyed by 
“ Englishmen alone; and not by any other people 
“in the habitable world. 

“Would the being independent of England 
“inake you more free? Far, very far, from it. 
“Tt would hard!y be possible for you to steer 
“clear, between anarchy and tyranny. But sup- 
*‘ pose, after numberless dangers and mischiefs, 
“ you should settle into one or more Republics : 
“ would a republican government give you more 
“liberty, either religious or civil? By no 
“means. No governments under heaven are so 
“despotic as the Republican: no subjects are 
“ governed in so arbitrary a manner, as those of 
“a Commonwealth. If any one doubt of this, 
“let him look atthe subjects of Venice, of Genoa, 
“or even of Holland.” (pp. 14-16.) 

“That they contend for ‘ the cause of liberty’ 
“is another mistaken supposition. What lib- 
“erty do you want, either civil or religious ? 
“ You had the very same liberty we have in En 
“gland. I say, you had; but you have thrown 
“away the substance, and retain only the shadow. 
“You have no liberty, civil or religious, now, 
“but what the Congress pleases tu allow.” 
( pp. 19, 20.) 

“ ‘Fen times over, in different words, you ‘ pro- 
“¢fess yourselves to be contending for liberty.’ 
“ But it is avain, empty profession ; unless you 
“mean by that threadbare word, a liberty from 
“obeying your rightful sovereign, and from 
“keeping the fundamental laws of your country. 
“And this undoubtedly it is, which the con- 
“federated Colonies are now contending for.” 
“(p. 23.) 

The Taxation no Tyranny was probaby writ- 
ten at the instance and under the patronage of 
the Royal Government—it certainly was one of 
the most obnoxious to the Americans, of the 
many Tory pamphlets of that period—yet Mr. 
Wesley selected that from which to take his 
Address to the Colonists, in behalf of the Monar- 
chy, and the Parliament, and the Church; and 
so well did he perform his labor that even Doc- 
tor Johnson, who was seldom civil to any body, 
“not only approved Wesley’s use of it, but felt 
“ honored by it,’ as every other Tory would have 
been, by the co-operation of a volunteer from 
any quarter, in the service of the King, 

To this direct evidence of Mr. Wesley’s Tory- 
ism in 1775, The Methodist cannot offer either a 
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denial or an excuse: it contents itself, therefore, 
with telling its readers that we lied, “ completely 
“lied”; and that we “ knew Mr. Wesley changed 
“his opinion,’ on the subject referred to, when 
“we referred to it, “without intimating his” 
[ Wesley’s] “subsequent change of opinion and 
“vindication of the Colonial cause”; and with 
other similar remarks which no one but a clergy- 
man would ever have had the face to employ. 

We say, plainly, that we NEVER KNEW AND 
DO NOT Now Know, that Mr. Wesley ever ceased 
to be Loyal to the King of Great Britain, in the 
broadest sense of the term; and that wE NEVER 
KNEW AND DO NOT NOW KNow that heever enter- 
tained the least sympathy for the American Revo- 
lutionists or their cause, or ever, even by implica- 
tion, “ vindicated the Colonial cause.” We say, 
also, just as plainly, that neither Doctor Stevens 
nor The Methodist, nor both combined, EVER KNEW 
OR NOW KNOW any such thing of Mr. Wesley ; 
and that neither the historian of Methodism nor 
its exponents in newspaper form, can produce any 
authentic testimony to establish such an averment 
as The Methodist has thus put forth. Mr. Wes- 
ley was a well-known seeker for Governmental 
favor, asycophant of those in authority ; and, as 
Doctor Stevens and ZVhe Methodist both know, 
his faith is manifested in his Works, wherein 
the individuality of man was never recognized 
in his disciples, and their mission to do any 
thing but obey his mandates was never consid- 
ered worthy of his notice. Nor need Doctor 
Stevens and 7'he Methodist go very far to wit- 
ness, personally, to-day, the entire absence of al] 
sympathy, in Mr. Wesley and his followers, for 
every semblance of Republicanism, and his ‘and 
their entire affinity for every thing that was Des- 
potic. The “Societies” which he founded in 
America, even after eighty years of association 
with avowed Republicans, are, or were until very 
recently, controlled with as little regard to the 
individual manhood of their members as are the 
Greek Churches under the Czar, in Russia; and 
the Laity, until very recently,if at all, were 
never represented in the denominational “ Con- 
“ferences,” wherein all questions of Faith and 
Discipline are determined, and were never con- 
sidered of any temporal importance, except as 
subjects of a self-imposed Clergy and as blind 
supporters of Z’he Christian Advocate and Jour- 
nal. 

When either Doctor Stevens or The Methodist 
hall see fit to produce “undoubted” contempo- 
ary evidence of our infidelity to the truth of 
History, concerning Mr. Wesley and what he 
considered to be the “ Rebels” in America, we 
shall take the earliest opportunity to withdraw 
our accusations and acknowledge our errors in 
the most ample form: in the meanwhile, both 
the one and the other will pardon us if we prefer 





to remain subject to their joint and several dis. 
approbation rather than to purchase their good. 
will at the expense of every thing that is requi. 
site inareliable Historian. But we have not yet 
done with Mr. Wesley. ; 
In the summer of 1780, five years after he 
ublished his Calm Address, a report was pub. 
ished in one of the New York newspapers 
affecting “ Mr. Wesley’s want of faithful attach. 
“ment to the King and Constitution,” “ when his 
“ Assistant preacher in that city” promptly pro. 
duced a ready-made voucher for the loyalty of 
his chief, and stifled the rumor as soon as it was 
born—a movement which was subsequently con. 
firmed by a second letter from Mr. Wesley and 
another, supporting it, from Richard Boardman, 
who was personally known to nearly all the 
Methodists in New York. The following is a 
copy of the record of this affair, from the origi- 
nals in the Library of the New York Historical 
Society : 


I, 


[THE REPORT CONCERNING Mr. WESLEY. 


From The Royal Gazette, 408, New-York, Sat- 
urday, August 26, 1780.] 


“Lonpon, June 7. The mob have continued 
“all last night with a degree of violence unknown 
“for this century past. Many houses are pulled 
“down, and the fine new building of Newgate 
“they have reduced to ashes. ‘he Dissenters, 
“and Wesley, at the head of the Methodists are, 
“as I observed before, blowing up the flame.” 


Il. 


[THE DEFENCE or Mr. WESLEY, BY HIS AssISsT- 
ANT IN New York. 


From The Royal Gazette, 409, New York, 
Wednesday, August 30, 1780.] 


“A number of gentlemen in this city, feeling 
“themselves hurt at a paragraph in our last 
“ paper, copied froin a letter from London, of the 
“jth July THE FOLLOWING IS INSERTED TO 
“ EFFACE ALL SUSPICION OF THE Reverend Mr. 
“ WeESLEY’S WANT OF FAITHFUL ATTACHMEMT 
“To THE Kine AND CONSTITUTION.” 

“Mr. RIVINGTON, 

“Sir ; 

66 py Svine read a paragraph in your Satur- 

day’s paper, in which the Reverend Mr. 
“Wesley is charged with secretly blowing up 
“the flame which has lately been kindled in 
“London, we have sent you a copy of a letter 
“from him to his Assistant Preacher in this city, 
“your giving it a place in your Weduesday’s 
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“paper, will greatly oblige the Society of people 
«commonly called Methodists in New York.” 


“+My Dear BroTHer 
ob 6 


«éwere to be recalled from New-York, but I am 
«sinclined to think it was raised and propagated 
«thy designing men, who intended thereby to 


“éweaken the hands of them that FEARED Gop | 


«(AND HONOURED THE KING, OR BY WEAK MEN, 
«two believed WHAT THEY wished; but it now 


“‘clearly appears to have been without any | 
«foundation; on the other hand, government | 


«tare determined to act more vigorously than 
“sever.” 

«‘Tt is a wonderful instance of the goodness of 
«¢ God, that we have any societies left in America. 
“T do not advise you to leave it till you have a 
«“éclear providential call. 


“‘and in the power of his might. 
“¢] am, 
“¢Your affectionate Brother, 
“é J. WESLEY,’ 
Any Person may see the Original, by | 
“applying next door to the METHODIST 
“PREACLIIING HOUSE, in John Street.” 


‘N.B. 


Against this testimony, thus sustained, 7'he 
Methodist says : 


“ An Englishman, preaching in New York, did | 


“defend him in the Royal Gazette, of New York, 
“against a charge of ‘blowing up the flame’ of 
“a London mob in 1780, and of thereby showing 
“disloyalty to his king; and Mr. Dawson cites 
“this defence to show that Wesley and the New 


“York Methodists were opposed to the Ameri- | 


‘*can movement!” without saying, as it would 
have done had it been conducted by honest lay- 


men, that that “ Englishman ” was Mr. Wesley’s | 


correspondent and accredited preacher, then in 
charge of the Methodist Society in John street ; 


that that letter was published by the Tory prin- | 


ter, in the Royal Gazette, at the request of “the 


“Society of people commonly called Methodists | 


“in New York ;” and that the avowed object of 
that “people” in thus publishing it, as under- 
stood and stated by the printer of it, was “ to ef- 
“face all suspicion of the Reverend Mr. Wesley’s 
“attachment to the King and Constitution” —that 
is to say, to eradicate all ideas of his sympathy | 
with “ the Colonists.” 

But The Methodist continued its answer in this 
style: “Now, every student of English history | 
“knows that this London mob—the famous Lord 
“Gordon Riot—was an anti-Catholic outbreak, | 
“and had nothing whatever to do directly with 
“the Colonial question. Mr. Dawson gives no | 
“intimation of this fact whatever; and because | 
“Wesley and his friends vindicated his loyalty | 
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REPORT was spread some time since | 
in England, that the British troops | 


Be strong in the Lord, | 
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“to his country’s laws by declaring that he and 
“his people did not ‘blow up this flame’ in 
“ London, Wesley and his people, even his Amer- 
“ican people, are accused of hostility to the 
“ American cause! This is certainly a new sort 
“ of svllogism.” 

No one knows better than Doctor Stevens and 
The Methodist, that the riots referred to MAD 
something to do, indirectly, “with the Colonial 
“ question,” in so far as they indicated an oppo- 
sition to the existing Government; and no one 
better than our opponents knows that those 
riots were thus considered in America, since 
“the Society of people commonly called Meth- 
“ odists in New York” declared that to be its 


| understanding of their purport, when it pub- 
| lished the article in question, for the express pur- 
| pose of “effacing allsuspicion of Mr. Wesley,” 


on that subject. 

The Methodist knows, also, that Tue Il1srort- 
CAL MaGazINE concealed nothing which related to 
this subject ;-that it published, verbatim et litera- 
tim, ALL that “the Society” itself considered 
necessary for the vindication of Mr. Wesley from 
an implied charge of disaffection to the King and 
Government ; and that when, in its third article, 
The Methodist insinuated the contrary, it insinu- 


| ted a falsehood which it had not sufficient cour- 


age to declare openly. 

The Methodist then continued: “The New 
“York English preachers did at this same time 
“publish in the Royal Gazette of the city a let- 
“ter of Wesley’s not bearing at all on the ques- 


| “tion of the London mob, but evidently written 
| “at an early period, showing Wesley’s fidelity 


“to his Government, and referring unfavorably 
“to the American question. The design of its 
“ publication at this tine was evidently to prove 
“that Wesley, being loyal to his country, could 
“not have incited the London mob. But the 
“letter is without date ; it only proves Wesley’s 
“opinion at a former and indefinite time. ‘We 
“doubt not that it expresses what was Wesley’s 
“opinion, throughout the war, of his duty ‘of 
“submission to the administration of his Gov- 


| “ernment, and what was originally his opinion 


“of the American revolt. But he changed his 
“ opinion on the latter question, as we shall pro- 
“ ceed to demonstrate.” 

“The New York English preachers,” thus re- 
ferred to by our opponent, were the preachers 


| in charge of “ the Society of people called Meth- 


“odists in New York,” and were acting for that 
“Society”: why, then, did not Z'he Methodist 
state that fact to its readers or publish the pub- 
lication itself, in order that they might read it for 
themselves ? 

It is very true that Mr. Wesley’s letter, thus 
published by the John street “ Society,” in 1780, 
was probably “ written at an early period ”; that 
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“it showed Wesley’s fidelity to his Government 
“and referred unfavorably to the American 
“ question ”; that “ itis without date ”; that “it” 
had “no bearing on the question of the London 
“mob”; and that “it only proved his opinion at 
“a former and indefinite time”; but it is nor 
true, and The Methodist knew it was not telling 
the truth when it made the statement, that “the 
“design of its publication was evidently to 
“ prove that Wesley, being loyal to his country, 
“ could not have incited the London Mob.” 

The object of the publication, as expressed on 
its face, was “ TO EFFACE ALL SUSPICION OF THE 
“REVEREND Mr. WEsSLEY’s WANT OF FAITII- 
“ FUL ATTACHMENT TO THE Kina AND ConstTI- 
“ TUTION,” in contrast with the opposite senti- 
ment which was then prevailing in America and 
which had already lost, to all intent and pur- 
poses, thirteen of the richest gems belonging to 
the British Crown; and, with this avowed pur- 

ose in those who published it, it matters noth- 
ing that it was not recently written, without date, 
and somewhat irrelevant, since the temper of 
both the writer and the publishers was openly 
expressed therein and perfectly patent to every 
one who read it; and the Toryism of both Mr. 
Wesley and “the Society of people called Meth- 
“odists in New York” was sufficiently estab- 
lished by this ready-inade material, notwithstand- 
ing it had been prepared for another purpose, and 
was only awkwardly adapted to this. 

But, if there was any reason to doubt the pur- 
pose or the success of the first, there was a sec- 
ond publication in The Royal Gazette, in Febru- 
ary, 1781, by the same “ Society of people called 
“ Methodists in New York,” at the expense of the 
John street Society itself, as can be ascertained 
from its books, in which Mr. Wesley himself, and 
Mr. Boardman, lately the preacher in John 
street, bore direct testrmony concerning the po- 
litical opinions of the former, and his “ writings, 
“ conversations, and preachings,” in vindication 
of the Home Government, from the beginning of 
the War until the fall of 1780, when the fate of 
the United States was no longer a matter of 
doubt. 


sors’, The Methodist did not publish nor even re- 
fer to this latter testimony, in any of its arti- 
cles; and although by its reticence it sheltered 


Mr. ‘Wesley from immediate condemnation on | 
his own testimony and itself from the shame, be- | 


fore its own readers, to which its deliberate 
falsehood had subjected it, we propose to lift the 


veil and expose in all their naked deformity the |“*these Kingdoms, so that whether the piece 


peculiar Republicanism of Mr. Wesley, “the 
“founder” of Methodism, and the peculiar 
Christianity of The Methodist, which is its 
modern, New York exponent. The record reads 
thus : 
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|“*the Methodists. 


With a purpose, however, which was | 
undoubtedly the opposite of that of its predeces- | 
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[From The Royal Gazette, 460, New-York, Saturd 
February 24, 1781.] 


“Mr. RIVINGTON 
“SIR. 


ay, 


| 66 WE send you a copy of a few lines from 


the Reverend Mr. John Wesley, in answer 
“to a letter published the latter end of August 
“last, accusing him with heing an abettor of 
“the rioters in London; together with a copy 


| “of a letter from Mr. Richard Boardman, to his 


“correspondent in this city. Your inserting the 
“whole in your next Gazette, will greatly oblige 
“the Society of people called Methodists in New 
“York,.”* 


[Mr. Westey To Mr. Rivinetoy.] 


“¢ ZTondon, October 25, 1780. 

“¢Mr. Rivington, 

HAVE advice from New-York, that a letter 
from London has been published there 
“« which, after mentioning the riots occasioned 
“¢by Lord George Gordon, asserts “It is the 
«««« Dissenters and Methodists who are secretly 
“é« blowing up the flame.” Let the Dissenters 
“¢answer for themselves, but I will answer for 
ALL OF THEM WHO ARE 
“* CONNECTED WITH ME, FEAR GoD AND HONOUR 
“‘7He Kine, and not one of thein was any 
“¢ otherwise concerned in the late tumults than 
“in doing all they possibly could to suppress 
“¢ them, 

“<The letter writer asserts farther, the Dis- 
“<senters and Wesley at the head of the Metho- 
“<dists are blowing “up the flame.” bis poor 
“« wretch has shook hands both with tr&th and 
““shame; not one Methodist had anything to 
“<do with the riot, and as for me, 1 was then 
“near three hundred miles off, namely at New- 


| ** castle upon Tyne. 


“<«T am, Sir 
“¢ Your humble Servant, 
“¢ JOHN WESLEY,” 


[Mr. BoarDMAN TO HIS FRIEND IN New Yonrk.] 


“«¢ London, October 27, 1780. 
“¢My good Friend, 
see \ 7HAT will not prejudice do, or say? 
No MAN IN ENGLAND HAS MORE STEAD- 
* *TLY AND ZEALOUSLY VINDICATED GOVERNMENT, 
“¢ BY WRITINGS, CONVERSATION AND PREACHING, 
“¢qHAN Mr. WESLEY HAS DONE, TO THE NO 


|“* SMALL MORTIFICATION OF THE DISAFFECTED 


“OF ALL PARTIES; this is well known through 


“published in the New-York Gazette, was fab- 

* “The old book’’ of accounts of “the Society of people 
‘called Methodists in New York,” shows that on the first of 
March. 1781, there was ** Paid Mr. Rivington for advertising. 
“Mr, Wesley’s letter, &c. £2 16s. (4.” 
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«éricated on this, or your side of the water, 
«¢matters not; it is false and scandalous. 
«Wishing you peace and truth, I am, 
«“¢ Yours affectionately, 
«“«RICHARD BOARDMAN, ”* 


Without occupying space with additional testi- 
mony, or with speculations of our own on the 
yalue of what we have adduced, or might have 
adduced concerning Mr. Wesley’s Toryism, even 
at the close of the War, we may be permitted to 
quote, on that subject, what has been said by 
Rev. J. B. Wakeley, tho well-known modern 
Methodist historian, who boldly and truly says, 
in his Lost Chapters recovered from the History 
of American Methodism: “The Methodists were 
“considered not as Dissenters, but part and parcel 
“of the Church of England, using the Prayer 
“ Book and communing at St. Paul’s Episcopal 
“Church.? * * “The founder of the Metho- 
“dists, Mr. Wesley, was known to be a great 
“ Loyalist, and strongly opposed the course pur- 
“sued by the Americans, having written a Calm 
“ Address to the American Colonies. This was 
“the case also with Mr. Fletcher.” 

This testimony was before The Methodist, both 
when it charged the Editor of Tae Hisrorican 
MaGazinz, by name, with “ completely lying on 
“the subject,’ and when it undertook to con- 
vince its own readers that Mr. Wesley was a 
friend to the American cause, who had been 
slandered by “ Mr. Dawson’s” misconduct; yet 
it boldly concealed it from his readers and as 
boldly assumed that it did not exist. We are 
free to say, therefore, concerning this flagrant 
suppression of the Truth by our religious oppo- 
nent, that if its Works are to be taken as a fair 
criterion of the character of its Faith and that 
of its brethren, we have no desire to become 
either a Methodist or the neighbor of one. 

We come now to our next averment : 

III. “ The evidence of the political sentiments 
“of the early Methodists, in England, is not more 
“conclusive of their Toryism than is that of the 
“evidence that their brethern in America had lit- 
“tle sympathy for the popular cause, in their 
“own country.” 

To sustain this proposition, we stated, what 
we now repeat, that a few days after the com- 
mencement of hostilities at Lexington and Con- 
cord, their Conference declared for “ Peace,” not- 
withstanding their countrymen, everywhere, 
were hurrying to the field ; and on the eighteenth 


* Mr. BoarpMAN had been the “‘ Preacher” in John street, 
for several years, but was then in England. 

He came to America, in company with Mr. Pilmoor, in 1769; 
preached a short time in Philadelphia, and thence removed to 
New York. He remained there until 1773, except during oc- 
casional tours of duty in New England, &c. ; and in the early 
days of the Revolution, he returned to England, in company 
with Mr. Pilmoor. (WAKELEY’s Lost Chapters, 197-2C6.) 





of July,—a month after the action on Bunker’s 
Hill—a General Fast was observed “for the 
“Peace of America.” (Minutes of Conference, 
1775.) They were emphatically the “ PEACE- 
“MEN” of their generation. 

Again: Their meeting-house in John street, 
New York, was respected by the British army 
and their preacher was permitted to continue at 
his post, as no other meeting-house was respected 
and no other preacher undisturbed, during the 
occupation of the city by the Royal forces, ex- 
cept those whose fidelity to the Royal cause was 
unquestionable and unquestioned, (WAKELEY’s 
Lost Chapters, 261-263, 267-278 ; Warson’s An- 
nals, 326.) 

The Methodists of Baltimore, also, “almost to 
“ a man,” were “ enemies to our cause under the 
“mask of religion;” and the following letter, 
from one of the leaders of “ The Sons of Liberty,” 
in that town, will further illustrate the subject: 


[From the Schuyler Manuscripts, in the possession 
of the family. ] 


“ BaLtrore, 4th May 1777. 

“Dear Sir:——-——-I have seen a person in 
“this place within a few days past, whom Mr. 
“ Hillegas & I from several circumstances sus- 
“pect to be a spy; and could not but conceive 
“it my duty to acquaint you asa member of Con- 
“ gress of our apprehensions, that he may be at 
“least prevented from going to New York, 
“which I understand is his intention. The per- 
“son I mean is Capt". Webb the Methodist 
“ preacher, & as I am informed a half-pay officer 
“in the British service. He came to this place 
“Jast Tuesday or Wednesday, & in his sermon to 
“his followers hinted as much as that it was the 
“last time they should see him. I have 
“since heard that he intends going to New York 
“to embark for England. The character under 
“ which he travels affords him the very best op- 
“portunities of making observations, which it 
“can’t be doubted he will communicate if per- 
“mitted to go to New York. IT 1s A CERTAIN 
“ PRUTH THAT ALL THE DENOMINATION CALLED 
“ METHODISTS ALMOST TO A MAN (with us) ARE 
“ENEMIES TO OUR CAUSE UNDER THE MASK OF 
“RELIGION, AND ARE COUNTENANCED BY THE 
“Torres. One of their preachers did lately in 
“this place tell his hearers that every man killed 
“in battle would certainly go to hell. Can the 
“worst avowed Tories propagate a more danger- 
“ous doctrine to weak minds, 

“Mr. Webb was attended here by a young 
“man named Carey who appears to be a great 
“ devotee, and of whom Mr. Hillegas & I have 
“lately observed some things that give great 
“room to suspect he is a travelling emissary of 
“the enemy’s, & increases our suspicions against 
“Mr. Webb. This Carey about 2 or three weeks 
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“ago was taken up on Elk Ridge as a suspected 
“person, & he got clear by saving that he was 
“in the employment of Mr. Hillegas the Conti- 
“nental Treasurer. This person is constantly 
“ travelling to and fro betwixt this, Philad*. & 
“the Jersey under the character of a horse jockey, 
* an excellent Cloak for an emissary. The evening 
“before Mr. Webb left town, Mr. Hillegas & I 
“observed this Carey with a person, who ap- 
“ peared as a rider go into the house of a tory 
“near Mr. Grants, & after staying there some 
“time the rider was despatched in a great hurry, 
“TI immediately after got three young gentle- 
“men to pursue him on horseback, but it being 
“late in the evening they missed getting him. 
“Upon enquiry at Mr. Grant I find that Carey 
“keeps a spare horse constantly at his stable & 
“that he seems to have plenty of money, altho’ 
“he has no visible means that he knows 
“of to get money but what I have mentioned 
“and appears as a gentleman. Carey has 
“been out of town since Thursday, altho’ 
“he told Mr. Grant that was only going a 
“ little way out of town. I therefore suspect he 
“jis gone to Philad*. If Mr. MeCrary who 


“lodges at my house & who is now at Philad*. 
“should not be left it before you receive this, 
“you may possibly find him at my brother’s 
“house in Philad*. & I suspect that he knows 
“Carey & can give you a description of him. 
“You may depend on it that Mr. Hillegas & I 


“shall take all the pains in our power to inves- 
“tigate this inatter. For that some inimical plan 
“iscarrying on I am well convinced. I am 
“ with much respect Sir, 
“ Your most hb!. Serv‘. 
“SAML, PURVIANCE Jun'.” 


Finally, at the close of the war, when the 
Tories sought safety in exile, Rev. John Man 
and probably Rev. Samuel Spraggs, of the John 
street “ preaching-house,” and a large number 
of the members of that Society, removed to 
Nova Scotia, where, subsequently, Rev. Freeborn 
Garretson—son-in-law of Chancellor Livingston, 
and a New York Methodist refugee—became the 
Presiding Elder. (Santne’s History of the Loy- 
alists, i, 463, 464; ii., 45; WaxkeELey’s Lost 
Chapters, 262-266, 293, 296, 297.) 

Against this testimony, which may be fairly 
considered as “ undoubted,” concerning the infi- 
delity to their Country of the early Methodists 
in New York and Baltimore, Zhe Methodist 
staggers while IT ADMITS ITS ENTIRE TRUTH, in 
its unqualified admission that they really de- 
clined to enter the “ Association” in which every 
patriotic American was cheerfully engaged, and 
declined to be bound by those engagements 
which every lover of his country voluntarily 
assumed—it even admits that “they could not 
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“conscientiously take some of the Colonial test. 
“oaths,” which were administered only to the 
extremely disaffected; and it tells us, also, that 
some of them suffered the extreme penalty of 
their ultra Toryism, in their early exile from 
America. All this is told with the utmost frank. 
ness; and that admission will not be considered 
less important when it shall be received, as it 
will be by every intelligent reader, as an unquali. 
fied plea of “Guilty,” by Zhe Methodist, to the 
charges which Tue HisroricaL MaGazine has 
brought against the early American Methodists, 
of Loyalty to their King and disaffection to their 
Country, when the former was a Despot and 
the latter in Revolution. 

In extenuation of the offense, if it was one, 
of which the early Methodists were guilty, as 
admitted by The Methodist, our opponent curi- 
ously endeavors to qualify if not belittle it, by 
pretensions, unfounded in fact, of their subsequent 
good behavior. He does it, in this wise: 

First: “ They were the first ecclesiastical men 
“of the country to acknowledge, officiully, the 
“new Government, and to affirm the obligation 
“of Loyalty to it,” The Methodist says; but if 
that exponent of Methodism knows anything on 
the subject, or one-half as much as it pretends, 
it knows that there is no evidence, beyond its 
naked word, which is not quite “ conclusive,” of 
any such “official” action by the only “ official” 
organization of Methodists in America, which 
existed during the entire War, and until some 
years after—in 1775, it merely declared for 
“ Peace” while all patriotic America was flying 
to arms; in 1776, it was perfectly silent on public 
affairs; in 1777, it refused to take or to sanction 
any step that might separate the Preachers from 
their stay-at-home brethren, notwithstanding 
“the present distress,” with the enemy in the seat 
of the Congress, called every man into the field; 
in 1778, it was silent on public affairs; in 1779, 
it reiterated its fidelity to the Church of England, 
with its Prayers for the King and the success of 
his Armies and Fleets, etc.; in 1780, it renewed 
its declaration of fidelity to the Church of Eng- 
land; in 1781, political affairs were not alluded 
to; in 1782, it reiterated wnanimously its obedi- 
ence to Mr. Wesley’s mandates, of whom, a few 
months before, it had been said, “ officially,” “ No 
“man in England has more steadily and zeal- 
“ously vindicated Government” [in taxing with- 
out representation, in hiring Hessian soldiers, in 
arming Indians with rifles and scalping-knives 
etc.] “by writings, conversation, and preaching, 
“than Mr. Wesley has done, to the no small 
“ mortification of the disaffected of all parties ;” 
in 1783, 1784, 1785, 1786, 1787, 1788, 1739, 1790, 
1791, and 1792, it was silent on public affairs ; 
and we need go no further to prove the entire 
groundlessness, in fact, of every portion of The 
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Methodist’s pretensions, and its entire disingenu- 
ousness in making them. We speak from the 
testimony on the subject of the Minutes of the 
General Conferences, which will be recognized 
by every one as both “official” and “ con- 
“elusive.” 

In fact, whether in 1775, when the Congress as- 

sembled, or in 1776, when it declared the Inde- 
endence of the several Colonies, or in 1781, 
when the Articles of Confederation were adopted, 
or in 1783, when the King acknowledged the in- 
dependence of the several States, or in 1787, when 
the Convention formed the new Constitution, or 
in 1789, when “ the new system ” became opera- 
tive, the Methodists took no “ official” notice of 
public affairs, preferring, more wisely than our 
opponent, to keep their mouths closed when they 
could not safely open them. 

Seconp: It excuses Captain Webb, whom it 
does not admit to have been a Tory, although he 
was an officer in His Majesty’s service ; and it 
appeals to papers in possession of the Schuyler 
family, of which it knows nothing whatever ex- 
cept what it has read in Tue HrsroricaL MaGa- 
ine; and it finds in those papers, it says, or in- 
sinuates, a record of the notoriety in Baltimore 
of Webb’s movements, of Carey’s discharge from 
imprisonment in Philadelphia, of Webb’s undis- 
turbed and open return to New York from Balti- 


more, etc., although there is no such testimony 
among them. » 

Turrp: It tells us of certain “ other preach- 
“ers” than Mr. Asbury, whoin it pretends, with- 
out reason, were patriots and enemies of the 


King. Chievrant, Bidlack, McCormick, and 
Jacob Carter are among those “ other preachers ” 
whom it thus parades as “ patriotic,” while they 
weré also, it admits, living in defiance of the Asso- 
ciation : it does not say, however, that there were 
no such men among the Methodist “ preachers ” 
during the period referred to, nor for many years 
after its close, as the official lists will show. 
tells of Jesse Lee “ consenting to go into camp 
“asa Preacher and wagon-driver, but not as a 
“fighter”; although he was not “received on 
“trial” as a Preacher until the sixth of May, 
1783, several months after the Treaty of Peace 


had been signed, when he was sent to Caswell, | 


instead of “into camp”; and that he was not 
“admitted into full connection ” until January, 
1785—more than three years after the suspen- 
sion of hostilities. It tells, also, as among the 
“other preachers” during the War, of “ Bishop 
“McKendree,” of whom we find no record what- 
ever during that period nor for many years after 
—William McKentree, if that was the person 
referred to, was not “admitted on trial” until 
1788—sometime after Cornwallis’s capture, where, 
as“ Bishop,’ he seems to have figured in Zhe 
Methodist’s imagination—and not until 1790 was 
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he “admitted into full connection.” Thomas 
Ifare, another of The Methodist’s “ other preach- 
“ergs” in buckram, was not on the records du- 
ring the War, nor for a dozen years subsequent— 
if Thomas Ware was meant, our opponent was 
equally unfortunate, since he, also, was not “ ad- 
“mitted on trial” until 1783, and “into full 
“ connection ” until 1786. Lately Matthews, the 
last of its siry party, was no more a preacher at 
the period referred to than were those whom we 
have already dissected—he was not “ admitted 
“on trial” until 1786, and “into fall connec- 
“tion” until 1788, as our opponent may know 
if it will examine the records as closely as we 
| have done. 

‘The Methodist owes it to its own readers as 
well as to the world at large, to explain its pur- 
pose in thus attempting to impose upon them 
}and us by such a wholesale manufacture of spu- 
| rious “ History,” as that which is here exposed, 
|in order that it may fill an awkward crevasse ex- 
| isting in the annals of early Methodism. At 
| any rate, it should learn that those who desire 

to tell falsehoods should refresh their memories 
| before embarking in such an enterprise ; and it 

should not forget that there are some persons 
|'who do not read their History of Methodism 
|through Doctor Stevens’s spectacles, nor any 
| where else than in “ official ” contemporary au- 
| thorities, 

Fourtn: It tells of the “loyalty” of the 
| Methodists in New York—it says “ the little so- 

“ciety came out of the War quite generally 
| loyal ”;—but, very shrewdly, it does not say to 

whom they were “ loyal,” the King or the State. 

In 1774, there were two hundred and twenty- 
| two Methodists in New York, two hundred and 
| four in Philadelphia, two hundred and fifty-seven 
'in New Jersey, two hundred and eighteen in 
| Brunswick, N. C., ete. Within a year, in 1775, 
|New York lost twenty-two, and Philadelphia 
fourteen, while in the country places, where the 
| Sons of Liberty were not so perfectly organized 
| nor so vigilant, they everywhere gained—Bruns- 
| wick, for instance, increasing four-fold. A year 
Juter (1776), New York had lost another sixty- 
eight, Philadelphia fifty-three, and New Jersey 
one-half its membership, while Brunswick had 
again doubled its membership. Still later, in 
| 1777, New York had lost another thirty-six, and 
| Philadelphia forty-one, leaving only ninety-six 
|in each place—The Methodist tells us, however, 
| that those who fell off were “in sympathy with 
“the Home Government,” and were exiled, 
which acknowledgment strikes us as an exceed- 
ingly awkward one, under the circumstances. 

Firru: It says “it is utterly false” that the 
John street “ preaching-house” was secured to 
its owners because of their Toryism, as charged 
by Tue Hisrortcan MaGazine; yet it turns 
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around on the next line and stamps the igno- 
miny on its own cheek by admitting the truth 
of the Magazine’s averment—“ doubtless the 
“well-known early committal of Wesley on 
“the Colonial question had some influence in 
% their favor,” are its words—and we dismiss 
it to itself, since it will need no worse tor- 
mentor. 

Sixt: It says “it” [the John street chapel] 
“was given to the Hessian troops and their 
“chaplain, who used it on Sundays,” and it cites 
Stevens’s History as its authority; but the con- 
7 authorities and the earliest history of 
Methodism published in America would have 
taught it, had its conductors cared to learn from 
such sources, that the Hessians worshipped in 
the Lutheran church edifices, not in the Method- 
ists’ ; and that the “indulgence” which the lat- 
ter enjoyed at the hands of the King’s officers 
was less from regard for the convenience of the 
Hessians, than, as Doctor Stevens strangely ex- 
presses it, in view of The Methodist’s earnest de- 
nials, “our oF respect to Wesley’s opinions” 
concerning the sanctity of the King and the just- 
ice of his demands on America. 

_ Sixru: It refers to Mr. Sproggs, in extenua- 
tion of his Toryism, as “one of the English 
“Preachers sent over by Wesley,” as if he was 
any less a Methodist on that account; and he 
tells, all for the same purpose, that “at the 
“ breaking out of the War he retired from the 
“ work, to New York, on his way to England, 
“but stayed there preaching for the Methodists, 
“and afterward became a Protestant Episcopal 
“pastor in Elizabethtown, N. J.,” as if that 
helped the matter. He was a Methodist Episco- 
palian, sent to America by Wesley; and when 
the troubles broke out in the Colonies, he was 
so mnch of a Tory and thought so much more of 


George III. and his cause than of Christ and his | it y 
| cerning his marriage into the Livingston family, 
| the better it will be for its cause. 


cause, that he “retired from the work” and 
sought safety under the guns of Royalty. These 
he found in New York; and there he stayed 
until, once more, in 1783, he was driven still 


farther—into Nova Scotia, the Tories’ refuge; | ; 
| the Early Methodists” during “the American 


—and if he subsequently returned to Elizabeth 
Town, to the Tory congregation of T. B. Chand- 
ler, another exile for a similar cause, that 
return affords no more evidence of his patriotism 


ilar exile, about the same time, of Samuel Sea- 
bury, and Peter Van Schaick, and other notorious 
Loyalists of that period. 

EVENTH : It refers to Mr. Mann, in extenua- 
tion, as “an English layman,” as “ not a travel- 
“ling or regular preacher,” as “never on the 
“ Minutes,” as “not ordained even as a local 
“ Preacher,” etc., as if he was any the less a 


Methodist, or any the less a Methodist Preacher | , 
'« the M. E. Church” had said no more in Janu- 


for all that. Of course he was “ a layman,” but 
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which of the Methodist Preachers of his day was 
anything else than “a layman”? Of course he 
was “not a travelling preacher,” since he was 
too much of a Tory to leave the shelter of the 
Royal armies. If he was not “a regular 
“ preacher ” why was he not disowned, as he was 
not? Of course he was not on the American 
“ Minutes ” since he was not within the Ameri- 
can lines, but those of the enemy. Le certainly 
was “not ordained,” as T'he Methodist says, but 
so also was even Mr. Asbury “not ordained” 
and not entitled to administer an ordinance, until 
long after the close of the War, when Mr. Mann 
was in exile because of his more manly course 
as an open, honest sympathizer with the Royal 
cause. 

Seventn: It says the averment of Freeborn 
Garrettson’s Toryism is “ a flagitious fiction,” vet 


| it gravely turns about, within ten lines, and tells, 


successively, of its ignorance of his political 


| opinions and of its knowledge that he refused to 
|identify himself with the friends of America— 


its words are : “ we are not prepared to say what 
“were the personal opinions of Garrettson re- 
“specting the War,” and “ he was unwilling, like 
“inmost of his” ns “ ministerial 
“brethren to take those Colonial oaths ” which 
were tendered only to those whose patriotisin was 
more than questionable and whose practises had 
rendered them obnoxious to the people and the 
local insurgent authorities. When The Metho- 
dist shall have determined to which of the two 
great parties it will attach Mr. Garrettson, we 
will follow it more closely: meanwhile, we com- 
mend to its prayerful consideration the bio- 
graphical sketch of that gentleman which is to 


|be found in Mr. Lorenzo Sabine’s universally 


respected History of the American Loyalists; 
while we would also respectfully suggest, in the 
same connection, that the less it shall say con- 


Eicnra: It tells, also, evidently as a feint to 
withdraw attention from the real question—how 
honestly will be apparent to every one—that 


“ Revolution,” were honest sympathizers with the 
popular cause, because “at the organization of 


'“the M. E. Church, it was the first to formally 
during the War, than did the return from a sim- | 


“recognize the new American Government in 
“one of its organic ‘ Articles of Religion ;’” al- 
though it knew when it made this plea that “ the 
“M. E. Church” was not “organized” until Jan- 
uary, 1785, more than three years after the suc- 
cess of the insurgents was conceded by the Home 
Government, and two years after the Treaty was 
signed which officially recognized their Inde- 
pendence; and it knew, also, that in the “or- 
“ ganic article” referred to by it, [ Article XXII] 
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ary, 1785, than George III. had already said, in 


January, 1783, in the Treaty of Peace. As well, 
therefore, might I'he Methodist, by similar reason- 
ing, claim that the King had also been a Patriotic 
sympathizer with the insurgents, since he, also, 
like the Methodists, had “recognized” the Con- 
gress, the General Assemblies, the Governors, 
and the Councils of State, as the Delegates of the 
People, AS THE RoLeErs OF THE UNITED STATES 
or Amertca, and the States as not properly 
“subject to any foreign jurisdiction ;” but who 
will not see that the mere admission of an un- 
pleasant fact, either by the King or the Metho- 
dists, could go but a very short distance in proving 
the sympathy of either of them with the causes 
which had produced it; and that Ze Methodist, 
in grasping, at such a straw, too clewrly indicates 
its own consciousness of the extreme danger in 
which it has found itself. 

The same may be said, also, of “the Personal 
Address” which J’he Methodist very quaintly 
says was presented to Washington by the Bishops 
in behalf of “the Conference ;” notwithstanding 
its “ personal” character divested it of every ap- 
pearance of an Official character, and the Minutes 
of the Conference itself clearly indicate that no 
such Address was either adopted, or authorized, 
or sanctioned, or considered, or even alluded to 
in that body. 

The same may be said, also, of the pretense 
that the Articles of Confederation were “ super- 
“seded” by the Constitution, since the latter is 
only an amendment of the former, which remains 
in full force to this day, in every feature which 
was not thus ainended ; and it may be said of 
the injunction of Loyalty to “the Government,” 
which the Methodist Cunference is said to have 
imposed on its members, although it had ceased 
to be the subject of a King and resided in a Re- 
public, where “ the Government” was the servant 
of the People, not its Sovereign, that its extreme 
Toryism could not have found any more emphatic 
and sympathizing testimony. 

We believe that we have now met every issue 
that has been presented by The Methodist, and 
disproved every count of its indictment against 
us tor alleged “ complete lying,” concerning the 
Toryism of the Early Methodists during the 
American Revolution, and we trust we shall be 
understood beyond a doubt, while closing our 
remarks, when we say, as we do say, distinctly, 
that we have never examined any subject, nor 
been engaged in any discussion, wherein there 
has been so complete and unblushing a disregard 
of the Truth, of the merits of the subject discussed, 
and of the courtesy which is due to an opponent 
Who has produced authentic testimony to sustain 
ais plea, as has been displayed by Zhe Methodist, 
in the case which is now before us. H. B. D. 

Morrisania, N. Y., May, 1867, 
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IV.—SELECTIONS FROM PORTFOLIOS IN 
VARIOUS LIBRARIES. 


47.—JouHun RANDOLPH oF ROANOKE TO CHIEF- 
JusticE MARSHALL.* 


Dear Sir, 

1 send you the last Enquirer—I have 
not read it & feel no inclination to do so for 
some days at least 1am worn down by disease 
& labour—lI ride indeed, but it is as poor Robert 
Comistor used to do with Death upon the crup- 
per—Port Equitem Sedet atre Casu— 

I date this because I have not done as I wished 
I have not been to see you of late— 
Most respectfully & faithfully 
Yours J. R. of RoANoOKE 


To Tuesday, last of Feb. 


Mr. Cater JustTICcE. 
[ON THIS LETTER IS INDORSED in pencil, IN 
HAND OF Mr. RanDoLpH :} 


No. 7. in the last paper sent is I think rather 
flat. 


48.—Davin Howe..L, SENATOR FROM RHODE 
IsLAND, TO Dr. SoLoMON Drowne.t 


PHILADELPHIA, 16 Octob" 1782. 
Dear Sir, 
Yours of the 17 Ult. came sate to hand 
& is now before me. 

I feel the loss which the public must sustain 
in the Death of the late Governor Cooke. His 
political character will shine among the first 
Worthies in our State. His singular merit con- 
sisted in his stepping forward iu the Service of 
the public at the cail of his Country at a very 
critical time—He was a friend to his Country in 
time of need. 

The Sentiments you express in regard to a 
late production are flattering—lIt has the evident 
marks of haste upon it; the writer must have 
had one foot in the Stirrup, as we say, but the 
Sentiments are good & such as, I hope, will 
prevail. ‘ 

For many particulars in regard to Impost, 
half-pay, back-lands, &c. 1 must beg leave to 
refer you to my late Letter to His Excellency 
the Governor—As the Gen! Assembly will sit in 
Providence you will have an opportunity of 
perusing all the public papers. 

Congress have called on our State to give a 
definite answer in regard to the Impost: | sup- 
pose it will be done at the present Session. I 
hope every friend to his Country will exert him- 
self on this important occasion. 


* From the Collection of Francis 8. Hoffman, Esq., of New 
York. 
* Conmunicated by H. T. Drowne, Esq., of New York. 
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Gen! Cornell has taken an office under Mr. 
Morris of 2.000. Dollars pt Annum, he is in- 


spector of Contracts in the Army and Delegate | 


too. Quere. How does this consist with Art. 
5 of this Confederation ? 


I am not a little mortified as well as you at| 


British insolence on the Ocean; but it will more 
fully evince to Europe the necessity of a naval 
combination sufficient to check a power already 
become dangerous to their general interests. 

Our foreign affairs are in a goud train. Sweden 
has courted our friendship. An alliance of amity 
& commerce will no doubt soon take place 
betwixt that kingdom & the United States. 

I pray you to present my respects to Mrs. 
Drowne & all Friends—I hope to see you by 
Christmas—I am, dear Sir, 

Your most obedient 
and most humble Servt 
Davip Howe .t. 

Dr. Sot®. DRowne. 
| ADDRESSED :] 

Dr. Solomon Drowne 
Free Providence 
D. HowE.u 


49.—J. Fentmore Coorger to H. ONDERDONK 
JR.* 


Cooperstown, Oct" 30" 1849, 
Dear Sir, 

The defalcation of Gen. de Lancey, is well 
known to me, and has no influence as an estima- 
tion of his character. The circumstances, as I 
have always heard them explained, were these : 

Gen. de Lancey was deputy Adj. gen of En- 
gland. Ile must have succeeded to the Adj. 
generalcy. M' Pitt was desirous to create a 
Barrack Master General, and offered the situa- 
tion to Gen. de Lancey. ‘The latter thought his 
prospects best in his old department and was 
unwilling to be B. M. General. The responsi- 
bility included the expenditures of all the Bar- 
racks of the empire. 


Ile finally took the oftice, | 
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amount, but investigation reduced the sum to what 
figure I never knew. Ilis character never suf. 
fered, with the government, which left him his 
rank and his regiment, neither of which would 
have been done with one suspended, or convicted 
of moral defalecation. He was too indolent for 
the station he held, and I believe the office was 
abolished. 

Magazines are seldom right in their details, 
In this they resemble newspapers. As respects 
the death of Gen. Woodhull, a lady of his con- 
nection—a blood relative indeed—has given me 
virtually the account of Judge Jones, she hay- 
ing been a contemporary and a resident near 
Jamaica. She said that Wovdhull atte:mpted to 
escape, was cut up by the dragoons, and only 
saved from death on the spot by the interference 
of Oliverde Lancey. I have no doubt, what- 
ever, that this is the fact. I did not mention 
the name of this informant from an unwilling- 
ness to mix her up in such a discussion. 

Judge ‘Troup was an honest man, but a very 
impetuous aad wrong-headed one. It was not 
probable gen. Wovdhull would confess his 
attempt to escape, nor is there proof that he an- 
ticipated any publication on the subject. 

In the only interview I ever had with Col. 
Troup, he then a man of sixty, and I a young 
one of some five and twenty, be betrayed his im- 
petuosity, got his facts all wrong and felt it due 
to me to apologise, which duty he did not per- 
forin as agentleman ought to have done. I con- 
fess that interview has greatly lessened the value 
of his statement, on this occasion. 

The world is made up of prejudice, sophistry 
and falsehood. ‘Truth is seldom unaccompanied 
by a lie, and history is little more than an 
elaborated fable. 

Sir, Yours respectfully 
J. FENIMORE COOPER. 
Tlenry ONDERDONK JR Esquire 





50.—OLIVER Wo.xcort’s RECOMMENDATION OF 
Joun Pierce, JUNIOR.* 


under the express stipulation that his accounts | 


should be auditted every six months. 
done for a short time, but the pressure of busi- 
ness soon put a stop to it, and the accounts lay 
in an enormous mass, accumulating daily. 

When the political stir was made in the case of 
Lord Melville, the owts brought forward every 
case they could, to prove corruption on the min- 
istry The Barrack Department was included in 
the investigations. A commission sat fore years 
to investigate accounts that ought to have been 
auditted semi-annually. At first, of course, gen. 
de Lancey appeared as a defaulter to an enormous 


* From the collection of the Long I land Historical Society. 


This was | 


Mr. John Pierce Jan of Litchfield in Connect- 
|icut, having the Summer past been employed 
| by Cominissary Phelps at Albany as his clerk 
| and to assist him generally in the Commissary 
| Business, which Mr. Peirce I am well informed 
| has done with Fidelity and Despatch and Mr 
| Phelps having now resigned that Department 
and Mr. Peirce being desirous of some proper 
Employment in the Army—I can with great Sat- 
isfactiun Recommend Mr. Peirce as a young 
Gentleman with a fair and unexceptionable char- 


* From the Collection of Francis 3. Hoffman, Esq., of New 
York City. 


| 
| 
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acter—! have known him from his infancy and 


he has in my opinion Very justly acquired the | 


Reputation of a faithful, industrious, prudent 
and Virtuous nan—a good Writer & Account. 
ant, # Man of Business and Despatch, awiable in 
his disposition and intirely well affected to the 
American Cause—And I believe may Very Safely 
be Employed in any Business in the Army when 


these Qualifications are necessary—Litchtield 4" | 


Jany A D 1776 
OLIVER WoLcortT 


V.—OUR HISTORICAL WRITERS. 
1.—Davin Dup.ey Frexp, D.D. 


The recent death of a respected lucal historian 
affords a fit opportunity for the commencement 
of a work which has remained too long neglected 
—the record of the lives and services in the field 
of Historical Literature, of those patient and 

enerally unrewarded laborers who have risen, 
toiled, and fallen in the service, and whose very 


names are too often unknown, as Historians, be- | 


yond the limited circles of their own immediate 


acquaintance or the still more limited extent of | 


their own neighborhoods. 

The first whom we shall mention, in this con- 
nection, is the last who was taken from us: and 
we select him with the greater willingness be- 
cause he was not an historian by profession and 
might have reasonably avoided the labor which 
it imposed, by confining his attention to the 
cares of his Pastorate. 

The family of Fieip is an ancient one in En- 
gland; and in America it has been seated for 


more than two Centuries, in the persons and de- | 
: : : : 
scendants of Zechariah, of Hartford, Connecticut; | 


William and John, of Providence, Rhode Island ; 
and Robert, of Flushing, New York. 

The first of these, ZecHartan, one of whose 
descendants is the subject of this sketch, came to 
Boston in 1630 or 1632; removed to Hartford 
in 1639; settled at Northampton, Massachusetts, 
about 1659; thence removed to Iludley, about 
1663; and died in June, 1666, leaving a widow 
who had borne him five children—Mary, Zecha- 
riah, John, Samuel, and Joseph—all of them, 
probably, born while he lived in Hartford, and 
between the years 1643 and 1658. 

Zecuartan (2d), the eldest son of the last- 
named, resided successively in Northampton and 
Deerfield, Massachusetts. On his decease, the 
date of which is not known, he left a widow, 
Sarah Webb, and three sons, Zechariah (3d), 
Ebenezer, and John; the second of whom, EBeE- 
NkZER, the grandson of the first Zechariah, re- 
moved to Guildford, now Madison, Connecticut, 


where he married Mary Dudley, and died on the 
seventeenth of May, 1741, leaving a widow and 
| seven children—David, Mary, Samuel, Ebenezer, 
Joareb, Ann, and Zechariah, (4th.) 

Davin, the eldest son of Ebenezer, and great- 
grandson of the first Zechariah, settled in “ the 
| Woods,” in the town of Guildford, now Madi- 
ison, about 1720; and married, Virst, Mary 
Bishop ; Second, Catharine Bishop; Third, the 
widow Abigail Stone. Ile had Sarah, Benjamin, 
| David, and Ichabod, by his first; Anna, Samuel, 
and Ebenezer, by his second; and Timothy, 
Abigail, Catharine, and Mindwell, by his third 
| wife: and died on the sixth of February, 1770. 
The youngest son of David, Trworny, who 
| was the great great-grandson of the original em- 
igrant from England, resided in Madison, Con- 
necticut; served honorably through the War of 
| the Revolution, in which service he attained the 
| rank of Captain; and died on New Year’s Day, 
| 1818, aged seventy-three years. le was mar- 
ried on the twenty-seventh of November, 1767, 
| to Anna Dudley, of North Madison, Connecticut, 
| by whom he had Mina, Lois, Mina (2d), ‘Timo- 
| thy, Mary, David Dudley, Abigail, and Anna. 

The second and youngest son of Captain Tim- 
othy Field last-mentioned, Davin DupLEy 
Firtp—who was the great-great-great-grendson 
of the founder of their family in America—is the 
subject of this sketch: and having traced his de- 
scent through five generations of honorable an- 
cestors, we are the better prepared to understand 
| the interest which he felt in all that related to 
| Middlesex County, Connecticut, and Berkshire, 
Massachusetts, 

Ile was born in North Madison, Connecticut, 
on the twentietli of May, 1781; and was fitted 
for college by Rev. Joseph Elliott, D.D., of 
Madison. 

Ile entered Yale College, in 1798, and gradu- 
ated with honor in 1802; having spent several 
mouths, during the intervals of study, in teach- 
ing school, in order that he might obtain means 
to complete his education. Tis class embraced, 
|among others, Jonathan Evarts, Levi Hubbard 
Clarke, Hon. Isaac C. Bates, President Haskell, 

Professor Ilough, Pelatiah Perit, Junius Smith, 
Rey. Dr. Woodhull of Brooklyn, William Max- 
well, the historian, Governors Tomlinson and 
Pond of Connecticut, and Judges Couch of Ohio, 
Lyman and Hubbard of Massachusetts, Hall of 
| Connecticut, and Lewis and Clarke of New York. 

In the absence of Theological Seminaries, at the 

period referred to, students intended for the Min- 
istry were obliged to resort to private instruc- 
tors; and Mr. Field with. several of his Class 
went to Somers, forthe purpose of receiving in- 
|struction in theology from Doctor Churles 
| Backus. In September, 1803, he was licensed 
|to preach by the Association of New Ilaven 
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East; and immediately after, he was invited to 
settle in different parts of the country, but he de- 
cided to accept the call from Haddam, in Mid- 
dlesex County, of which parish, after the usual 
probation, he was ordained Pastor, on the eley- 
enth of April, 1804. He remained there until 
the eleventh of April, 1818; when he resigned 
in order to accept an appointment from the Mis- 
sionary Society of Connecticut, to the new set- 
tlements on the shore of Lake Ontario, in the vi- 
cinity of the Oswego river. Five months after, he 
returned to New England; and for some time 
supplied the pulpits at Stockbridge, Mass. and 
North Haven, Conn., whose venerable Pastors, 
Stephen West and Benjamin Trumbull, had re- 
tired from their more active labors. On the 
twenty-fifth of August, 1819, he was ordained to 
the Pastorate of Stockbridge, where he remained 
nearly eighteen years; and on the eventful elev- 
enth of April, 1837, he returned to Haddam, 
Conn. Seven years.afterward, on the division of 
his parish, he assumed the Pastoral charge of 
the new Church at Higganum, where also he 
remained about seven years. 

In 1848, he visited Kurope, with his son Ste- 
phen ; and, after his retirement from the Church 
at Higganum, he returned to Stockbridge, Mass., 
where he spent the remainder of his days, on his 
old homestead, and in peaceful retirement. 

Doctor Field was married to Submit Dickinson, 
daughter of Captain Noah Dickinson, of Somers, 
on the thirty-first of October, 1803. They had 
ten children—David Dudley, a leading mem- 
ber of the New York Bar; Emilia Ann, married 


to Rey. Josiah Brewer, the Missionary in Asia | 


Minor ; Timothy Beals, an officer in the Navy; 
Matthew Dickinson, widely known throughout 
the West and South as a Civil Engineer; Jona- 
than Edwards, a member of the Massachusetts 
Bar, and sometime President of her Senate; 
Stephen Johnson, who died in infancy ; Stephen 
Johnson, 2d., one of the Justices of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States; Cyrus West, 
so well known as one of the principal promoters 
of the Atlantic Telegraph; Henry Martyn, one 
of the Editors of Z'ke Hvangelist; and Mary 
Elizabeth, married to Joseph F. Stone, a mer- 
chant of New York. 

Mrs. Field died on the sixteenth of August, 
1861; and on Monday, the fifteenth of April, 
1867, after enjoying, with a little great-grand 
child, a pleasant drive around the village where 
he resided, during which he declared to one of 
his neighbors that his health was remarkably 


good, Doctor Field sat down in his chair, within | ( a 
| therein ; of the deaths in each Town from the first 
| of January, 1805, until the first of January, 1815; 


his own house, at Stockbridge, and was instantly 
a corpse—he died, literally, without a struggle, 
in the midst of his family and of the community 
of which he had been so long a most prominent 
member. 
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He was always a laborious student; and the 
duties of his Pastoral office were discharged 
with conscientious fidelity. Several of his Oc- 
casional Sermons were printed; and, in 1837, 
Williams College conferred on him the degree 
of Doctor of Divinity. 

It is, however, more especially our province 
to notice Doctor Field’s career as a writer of 
American History. He was always very much 
interested in historical pursuits, particularly in 
the little details relating to Towns and Churches, 
and in the individual history of the distinguished 
men of his section of the Country. He wasa 


| member of the Historical Society of Connecticut, 


and some time its Vice President; and he was a 
Corresponding Member of the Massachusetts and 
Pennsylvania Ilistorical Societies. 

In 1819, he published, at Middletown, through 


| the Connecticut Academy of Arts and Sciences, 


A Statistical Account of the County of Mid- 
Connecticut. It forms an octavo of 
One hundred and fifty-four pages ; and embraces 
not only a general survey of the County, buta 
separate statistical account of each Town ; clos- 
ing with a series of Notes, containing a detailed 
list of the different County officers, including 
those who had served in the different Counties 
to which the several Towns had belonged, 
previous to the organization of Middlesex Coun- 
ty ; the Census of the several Towns, in 1756, 
1774, and 1810; a detailed statement of the 
| shipping owned in the several Towns, in Decem- 
| ber, 1815; an enumeration of the mills in each 
| Town; of the dates of the introduction of Car- 
riages and the number then used therein ; of the 
Vessels launched therein, in 1815 ; of the differ- 
ent Turnpike roads, their routes, dates of grants, 
‘and capitals; of the several Post-offives and 
| postroads ; of the Ferries ; of the Meeting-houses 
in each Town, with the date of erection and size 





of each ; of the ecclesiastical connections of the 
inhabitants of each Town; of the dates of settle- 
| ment and organization of the several Towns; of 
the formation of the Churches therein, and of 
their membership in April, 1818; of the differ- 
ent Ministers who had been settled in the several 
|Towns, from the beginning, the places of their 
| respective births and education, dates of their 
settlements, communicants admitted by each, 
dates of their respective deaths or dismissions, 
and their ages; of the Deacons in the several 
|'Towns, from the beginning, the dates of their 
respective elections and deaths, and their ages; 
lof the Salaries paid to the Ministers in each 
| ‘Town ; of the several Church-funds and Schools 


of the different Grave-yards in the County, and 
the dates of their respective improvements ; of 





the several Libraries in the County, the dates of 
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their organization, and 
contained therein; the Lists of the different 
Parishes and number of dwellings ia each ; and 
the Military organizations within the County. 
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the number of volumes | This volume extended the History of Pittsfield 
|until the date of publication; and, like other 


| works from its Author’s pen, it is crowded with 


The labor spent in collecting this vast mass of | 


statistics was necessarily very great; yet there 
are very few works of a similar character which 
will compare with it for completeness or practi- 
cal usefulness. 


| statistics, biographical memoirs of prominent 


members of the Town, etc. It has become quite 
scarce; and we know of no public library, in 


| this vicinity, in which a copy can be found. 


In June, 1826, the Berkshire Association of | 


Congregational Ministers, at its Session in Stock- 
bridge, took measures to secure “ the printing and 
«girculation of a History of the County ”; and re- 
quested Mr. Field to collect and prepare the 
waterial fur it. Ile seems to have entered on the 
discharge of that duty with judicious zeal; and 
within taree years he completed the undertaking. 
The chapters which were written by other gentle- 
men were revised and very often extended ; that 
relating to the County at large was written “ by 
“the Committee,” su far as related to the Aborigi- 
ual inhabitants; its settlement by the whites; 
the Revolutionary War; the insurrection under 
Shay; the Judiciary ; and revivals of religion ; 
and the Statistical ‘tables mostly came from the 
same source. ‘The Chapter relating to the Town 
of Stockbridge, extending to Thirty-eight pages 
and embracing a synopsis of its history as well 
as a description of the physical structure of its 
territory, and the short Chapter relating to the 
Town of West Stockbridge, extending only to Four 
pages, were written by him and bear his name. 

The yolume, thus “prepared” by Mr. Field, 
was printed aud published at Pittstield in 1829 
Itis aduodecimo of Four hundred and sixty- 
eight puges, and bears the title of A History of 
the County of Berkshire, Mussachusetts ; in two 
parts. The First being a General view of the 
County ; the Second, an account of the several 
Towns. By Gentlemen in the County, Clergymen 
and Laymen. Pittsfield; Printed by Samuel W. 
Bush. 1829. Although scarce, this volyne is 
not so rare as to be unknown to the greater 
uumber of students and collectors. It is found, 
therefore, in every well-appuinted Historical Li- 
brary ; and it is justly regarded as a very excel- 
leut local nistory and an authority un the sub- 
Jects of which it treats. 

During the years 1834 and 1835, Mr. Field 
published, in 7'he Pittsfield Sun, a series of letters 
voncerning the History of that ‘town; and in 


necticut, in an octavo volume of Eighty pages, 
bearing the title of A History of the Town of 
Pittsfield, in Berkshire County, Mass. With a | 
Map of the County. By Rev. David D. Field, 
Formerly Pastor of the Congregational Church 
in Stockbridge. 
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In the summer of 1850 a Committee of the 
Town of Middletown, in Connecticut, invited 
Doctor Field to deliver the Address on the Sec- 
ond Centennial Anniversary of the settlement of 
that Town; and he accepted the call. His 
health was so infirm, from a long and distress- 
ing rheumatic affection, however, that it became 
necessary to postpone the Celebration; and it 
was not until the thirteenth of November of that 
year that he had so far recovered that he was 
enabled to discharge the duties assigned to hin. 

The Address which Doctor Field delivered on 
that occasion, was printed, in 1853, by William 
B. Casey of Middletown, Connecticut, with the 
title of Centennial Address, by David D. Field, 
D.D. With Historical Sketches of Cromwell, 
Portland, Chatham, Middle-Haddam, Middletown 
and its Parishes. It is a large duodecimo of 
‘lwo hundred and niuety-six pages ; and of these, 
Mr. Field’s Address occupies Ninety-six, and his 
“ Notes,” One hundred and sixty-two. 

Like his previously published historical works, 
this bears evidence of his — industry and 
eee common-seuse. His Address is a stern 

listorical production, without any other orna- 
ment than its evident fidelity to Truth ; aud his 
Notes teem with facts on every conceivable his- 
torical subject, relating to Middletown and its 
vicinity. ‘The original Indian conveyances; the 
origin of the early settlers of the Town; the 
Towns, and the Societies within the Towns ; the 
Ecclesiastical and Civil organizations; the 
means of education; the resident physicians, 
lawyers, ete., are all elaborately presented ; and 
nothing seems to have been lett unnoticed and 
unwritten. 

In October, 1851, Doctor Field addressed two 


| letters to Doctor Sprague—one relating to the 


character of Rey. Jonathan Todd of East Guil- 
ford, Connecticut ; the other to that of his Class- 


|mate, Rev. Roswell Randall Swan,—in which he 
| contributed to the ae of America; and 


they were printed in Zhe Annals of the American 


| Ruipit, the former in Volume LI., page 384; the 
1844 he collected those letters and, with consid. | latter in Volume II., page 487. He also con- 
erable additions, re-published them through |tributed a memoir of Rev. Juhn Brainard to 
Vase, Tiffany, and Burnham, of Hartford, Con- | Volume IIL, page 149 of the same work. 


In 1857, through John F, Trow, New York, 
Doctor Field published 7'’he Genealogy of the 
Brainerd family in the United States, with numer- 
ous sketches of individuals. 

This volume is an octavo of Three hundred 
and three pages; and is illustrated with Six 
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portraits. It contains a memoir of Rev. David | 
Srainerd’s lite, extending over Forty pages, to- | 
gether with several extracts from J. G. C. Brain- | 
erd’s poetry, memoirs, wore or less complete, of | 
the duterent persons referred to, etc.; but it does 

‘not seem to huve been as well received as the 

Doctor’s Historical works had been; and by 

those who are best qualitied to judge of its merits, 

its venerable Authur was less successful in this | 
instance than in those which had preceded it. | 
indeed, in the words of an accomplished Libra- | 
rial in a neighboring city, to whom we are in- | 
debted for this description of it, this volume “is | 
“not a model Genealogy, since it bas neither | 
“ Chapters, Generations, nor an Index.” 

In 1842, by a formal vote of the surviving 
members, Doctor Field was invited to act as the 
Historian of his Class ; and in pursuance thereot 
he “ gathered up such reminiscences as he could,’ | 
and, in 1863, printed, for private distributicn 
only, his Brief’ Memoirs of the Members of the 
Class graduated ut Yale College in September, | 
1802. 

Jt is a very handsomely printed octavo of One 
hundred and twenty-seven pages; and contains 
an “Introductory” of Kight pager, in which a 
General sketch of the Class is presented, tol- 
lowed by “ Brief Memoirs of the Class ”—those 
of members who had deceased being arranged 
in the chronological order of their several deaths, | 
followed by those of members who were living, 
in alphabetical order. 

‘The same unwearied painstaking which was so 
strikingly exhibited in the Doctor’s other works 
were everywhere apparent in this; aud the dili- 
gence with which he seems to have pursued his 
iuquiries, concerning even the small details of 
his several subjects, 1s truly surprising. 

We are not aware that. Ductur Field was en- 
gaged in any literary labor atter the completion 
vt this Histury of his Ulass; he seems rather to 
luave passed the evening of his days in that re- 
urement which he had earned so well and which 
was so peculiarly appropriate for a student and 
a Divine. In the midst of his family and re- 
warded with the knowledge of his children’s 
widely recognized respectability in their several 
protessivns and connections, when his work was 
unished, as already stated, he calmly surrendered 
nis spirit into the hands ot Him from whom he 
had received it, and his body to the Mother earthy 
within that Berkshire which he loved so well. 

Moxrkisan1, 1867. H. B. D. 





VI.—THE RECORDS OF THE CITY OF 
NEW AMSTERKDAM—ContinvEp. 


IN COMMON COUNCIL. 


Resolved, That permission is hereby given to Henry B. 
Dawson, Editor of tne HISTORICAL MaGazing, to make copies 
vi and to publish in that work, from time to time, such por- 
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tions of the ancient Records of this Corporation and such of its 
papers on. file as, in his opinion, shall serve to illustrate the 
early history of this State and City, and the character ang 
habits of the inhabitants, provided the same shall be done yp 
der the direction and supervision of the Clerk of the Common 


| Vouncil; and that the said Records shall not be removed from 
| the Clerk's Office. 


Adopted by the Board of Aldermen, December 6, 1866, 
Adopted by the Board of Councilmen, December 10, 1866, 
Approved by His Honor the Mayor, December 13, 1866, 


D. T. VALENTINE, 
Clerk of the Common Council, 


PART II. 


REGISTER OF THE BURGOMASTERS AND Scuep. 
ENS OF THE CITY OF NEW AMSTERDAMIN THE 
PROVINCE OF NEW NETHERLAND. 


PREFATORY Nork, 


The student of the early history of New Netherland need not 
be suid Lat the Cuiduists, like olwers similarly situated, grew 
auvre and more lmpalient of Lhe Cuntrol ty which they were 
subjected us their worldly prosperity made them more auu 
ure iudepeudent of Fatherlanu, That they gradually became 
wre determined in their vppusition lo the Coiwnial Govern- 
went is matter of Histury ; anu that, especially in the grow- 
Ing seltiemeut at New Amsterdam, Whose prusperily was more 
rapid and better defined, they resuiulely demauued all the 
sights of tree men, is clearly set forth in the recurds of the Gul- 
OLY, aud in the mure general memorials of the umes. 

aos carty as 1045, 10 was luuud necessary to yield to the sev- 
eral pelttiemeuls au “appearauce, at i@ast, ol seit poverbment; 
and their represenlauives, in joint session, 1t was Uiought, 
might most properly consult Logetuer aud provide for ihe geu- 
erat Cuncernus of the country, inciuding its Ludian reiations, lis 
julercuurse Wiih the mogtish and Fiench petiiemenls, * the 
“maiotainaoce of free privileges, Lhe correctiun of abuses, and 
“the upholding of the statuces and the laws.’’ Uue alter 
another, Luerelure, Lhe vul 8-Ulements extended their local 
privileges; and Breukelen, Amersiourt, Gravenzande, Viis- 
seugen, and other Cuunery towns, rejoiced in their iocai Magis 
tracies and in a semblance, at least, Of popular goverumeut, 
lung before New Amsterdam, the seat of the Culouial Guvero- 
ment, was allowed lo control her own affairs or eVen to appoit 
he: vWu Mayistracy, Even Stuyvesant, who was a suldier and 
uclighted in authority, Was Dut auxivus lv extend the power uf 
the Cummounaity, delighting rather in a law-abiding, orderly, 
aud vbeudieut people, chan iu one Which shuuld be vested with 
its original goverumeutal authority ; aud his entire policy, there- 
lore, Ke that of his predevessurs iu authority, Was based on 
the assumption that it Was the imperative duty vf a people 
ww vbey, yather than on che great Tunuamental truth that it 
Was its iDalienable right w guvern itsell, 

in this struggle—tfor there was 4 struggie between the two 
systems, as represemed, respectively, vy Uae Governor and the 
Vomimonally—as may be very well supposed, there were great 
vids 1u favor of these Who possessed the poWer and aesired Wo 
retain it ; but those Who pussessed the original right and were 
auxious Ww secure the legal authority, ‘the under dog im the 
tight,” were steady, weil-inturmed, discreet, and unyielding ; 
auu tucir success Was a8 houd:able to them as it was useful Lo 
the country. nee 

* the Nine Men,” founded on the system then existing in 
Hollaud, and conceded to the Commoualty in 1647, were the 
first fruits of this popular contest with the centralized power 
which was seated in Kurt Amsterdam ; and, as the earles: of 
the Charters of this great Community, the instrument itself 
muy properly tind a piace in this connection. It is as follows; 

* WHEREAS, We desire nothing more than that the gov- 
“ernment of New Netherland, entrusted to our care, aud 

‘principally New Amsterdam, our capital and residence, 
** might coutinue and increase in good «rder, justice, police, 
** population, prosperity and mutual harmony, und be pro 
+ vided with strong fortifications, a church, a school, trading 
« place, harbor and similar highly necessary public edifices 
** and improvements, for which end We are desirous of obtain: 
+ ing the assistance of our whole Commonalty, as nothing 1s 
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«petter adapted to promote their own welfare and comfort, 
“and ag such is required in every well regulated Government. 
“Being unwilling, however, to vex and harass our dear vas 
“ais aud subjects iu any way by exactions, imposivions and 
+ josaiferable burdens, but rather in a more desirable maune< 
“io induce and solici¢ them to assist voluntarily in such hon- 
est and high'y necessary works :—And WHEREAS tt is difficule 
“to cover su mwny heads with a single cap, or to reduce su 
“many different Opiuivus to one, so did We, herevofore, with 
“the advice of our Cuuncil, propose to the Communaliy that 
“the habitants should, withvut passiun or envy, uomiualea 
«double number of persuus trum the most notable, reasuuable, 
“honest and respeccabie of our subjects, from whum we might 
“gelecta single number of NIN& MEN to them best knuwa, to 
‘confer witu us and our Cyuncil, as their Tribunes, on all 
+ means to promote the Welfare of the Commonalty, a3 weil as 
“that of the country; WHEREFORE, a double number of our govd 
“gud loyal subjects having been, Cmsequently, propused, We, 
“ with our Couuci, select irvin said pumination, Niue Men, to 
“ wit:—From the Merchants, AUGUSTINE HEEKMANS, A RNOLDUS 
“Van HARDENBURG, GUVERT LUOCKERMANS:* from the Citizeus, 
«Jay Jansen VAM, JACOB WuLFEKTSEN, [Van Couwenhoven )} 
“Henpaick Kip; irom the Farmers, MicH&sL JANSEN, JAN 
“KveRTsEN Bout, [HOMAdS HALL, as Lnterlucuturs in behalf vl 
“the Cummunalty, Wav having sworn before Us and Our Coun- 
“cil, w conduct themselves reasuuably and be faithiul to their 
“instructions, have been cuntirmed in their office on tue ful- 
* Jowing cuuditious ; 

“J, As good and faithful Interlocutors and Trustees of the 
“Communaity, they slail eudeavor Lo exert themselves lo pro 
“ mute the honor of GOD, and the welfare of our dear Fatuer 
“ jaud, Wo the best advantage vf the Company, aud the pros- 
* perity of Uur good ciuzeus ; to the preservauou of the pure 
*xeformed Keligiva as it uere, and iu the Churches vt ihe 
“ Netherlands, is luculcated, 

“i. They shall not assist at any private Conventic.es or 
“ Mevtings, umuch less patronize such like ucliberatious aud re- 
“sulves, except With ie special Kuuwledge aud advice uf the 
* Honorabie Virectur-general aud his Couuci, and bis special 
“order, uuless voly When they are convened in a iegitimate 
“ manuer, and have received the propusais of the Director-geu 
“erat and Couucll, them they have liverty lo delay so tual Lucy 
“Way cGunsult lugether upuu such proposdis, aud When bring 
“forward their advice; Provided that i iemaios always in 
“the power of the Directur-generai either lo assist al such a 
“meeting 10 person, or lo appuiut oae of the Cuuucil tu act as 
“ President of such meeting, Lo second and support such pro 
“ posais, collect the Vules, aud make a@ report of the resule lo 
“the Cuuucil, 

“iil, WieRgss, by increased population the number of law- 
“ sils and aile.caliuls unavo.dably are wullipiied, and many 
“willing questivus May ve teruiuated by arbitra ors: vtler- 
“Wine, lumportunt allairs must be pustpuucd by (he great pre- 
“judice v1 tis city aud its inhabitants, and at the price uf 
“ eurmous EXpeloes, luss uf ine wod vexation Of Lue Cuulend- 
“ing parties ; thereture, three out of the number now chosen 
“ glali vuce iu €ach week uamely, unevery LHURSDAY, vu Lue 
* usual Vourt day, ve sumitted tv Our cuuucil, as ioug as civil 
“Gases ure belure Lae Cuurt, ty become acquainted wilh cases 
“where pacles might ve referred lu them as arbitrators; luo 
“Wilt vue lrum tie serchants; oue from the Ciuzens ; and 
“vue trum the Farmers. this shall circulate in rotation amoug 
“Uieud every muuth, wud iu cause auy Oue Cannot attend Court, 
“by seasun vl sickuess or vluerWise, auother member of Lhe 
* sae Vlass shai then take his place, wheu parties shail ve 
“rele red by the Director ty them as arbitrators, to whose de- 
“Cislul partes shuli be obliged tu submit, or by unwillingoess 
pay jor the first time Une ruund Fiewish, befure the Piaiu- 

ull Cau appeal or be aduaiited to Our Council, 

“ 1V, the uumber of Nine chosen Men shail continue until 
elawtully repealed, provided that aunualiy Six leave their 
, deals, wod frum the must notuble citizens, again Twelve be 
, Douluated, whu, with the Nine assembied shall be commu- 
, Didated tu Us, withvut Var beg required to call in tutare 
«te Whole Cummnalty tugether. This meeting shall take 
, pise, alter mext New Year's day, vn the last uf December 
aunuaily, 

‘ Voue in Council this 25th day of September, 1647. 

*(Sigued,) 

Sa dich STUY VESANT, 
ie VAN DINCLAGE, 
‘LA MuNTaGNg, 


Brian Norton, 

A. KEYSER, 

P, LEENDERTS. VAN DER GRIST.” 
The Board, thus organized, was soon after called upon by 
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the Directer geueral to consider the character of the buildings 
evected lu New Amsterdam aud to provide measures for the 
preveution of fires ; to consider the wants of the children and 
. provide tur their education ; to consider the spiritual wants 
4 all the inhabitants and to complete the unfinished Charch 
cdifice. Lo Cunsider the exposed condition of the city and to 
provide for the repair of the Fort, etc. ; and it was called, in 
ec mpauy with the Nine Men from the other settlements, to 
dviiberate with the Director-general on various other imp.rt- 
aut subjcets. Lt took care, aiso, at a very early day, to take 
nicasUles Ly suppress Certain abuses in trade; and before the 
.sose vf the first year of its existence, it moved for a redress of 
ug standing grievances, and assumed the leadership of the 
popular party in its strugg'e fur the rights of the Common- 
ally. 

vi the elaburate details of that contest we cannot make any 
particular meutivn io this brief Note; and it will be sufficient, 
iuerefure, to remark that both directly, in New Amsterdam, 
aud through its accredited representatives before the States 
Geueral, ut the Hagae, it boldly grappled with the Director- 
general and the Privileged West lntia Company which he 
represented , fearlessly exposed and brought befure the Home 
Guvernment the abuses to which the Commonalty ia New 
Netherlaud was subjected by its ralers ; asserted intelligently 
tue rights which belouged to that Commonalty ; and clearly 
and Cougistently presented and urged the adoption of a more 
judicious system of Goverument. 

Ou the twenty-sixth of July, 1649, the Comm »nalty’s Memo- 
ciel Was addressed tu the States General, by its Re senta- 
uves, ia which ** unsuitable Government ” was presented as 
ihe principal cause of the waut of success which attended the 
Lvlonial enterprise ; and a * suitable Municipal Government, 

such as Your High Mightinesses shall consider adapted to 

‘this Province, and somewhat resembling the laudable Gov- 
*erument of our Fatherland,” was solicited among the princi- 
pai remedies, In some Additional Observations on this Pe 

uuiog, bearing the same date, the Memorialists describe their 
meaning Cuncerning ** a suitable Municipal Government” by 
deseribiag it as ** In form of a State,” and by a description of 
ine lowu-governments of New England, between which and 
that referred to by them, they said tnere was ‘* fundamentally 
‘a similarity.” 

Vu tae thirteenth of Octuber, following, this Memorial was 
presented ww the States General, at the Hague, by the Commit- 
ev from the Nine Men of New Amsterdam —Messrs. vaN DER 
WUNOK, VAN COUWENHOVEN, aud Bout—when it was refecred 
iv Lue States Generai’s Committee on West Iodia affairs, of 
which M., VAN AEBTZBéERGEN was the Chairman. That body 
at er having speut several months in conference with the Del- 
egation frum America and with the Directors who were spe 
cially delegated fur that purpose by the Chamber at Amster- 
dam and others of the Privileged West India Company, re- 
ported to their High Mightinesses, on the eleventh of April, 
1090, What was termed a Provisional Order respecting the 
Government, Preservation, and Peopling of New Netherland, 
in which Were noticed the various subjects of trade, existing 
abuses, malfeasance in office, military affairs, ecclesiastical 
cuvacerus, revenues, the public lands, the government of 
New Amsterdam, etc., which had given so much uneasiness 
aud 8») much retarded tne prosperity of the Colony. At the 
sume time Was presented to the States General, by the Cham 
ver of tae West India Company at Amsterdam, a series of Re- 
marks vu this Report aad on the several Sections ef the pro- 
posed Provistonal Order which it embraced ; and itis not im- 
probable that in these Remarks the Chamber presented the 
well-matured objections of ali the Chambers of the Company. 

it will now be unecessary tor the purpose of this Note to take 
nowce vf any portion of this Report of the States General's 
Committee, nor of its proposed Provisional Order, except Ar- 
ucles 17 and 18, which provided for the ** establishment ” 
w.thin three years, ** within the city of New Amsterdam, of a 
** Municipal Government, consisting of one Sheriff, pwo Bur 
** gomasters, aud five Schepens,” aud for the continuance in 
otace, ** three years longer,” and with increased auth rity, of 
** the Nine Selectmen ” of New Amsterdam, who were then its 
nominal magistrates, Which was the first appearance, we believe, 
vo, that form uf Government in connection with the c.ty of New 
Austerdam. 

Against all these features of the R port and against both 
these Articies of the proposed Provisional Order, save only 
that portion which proposed an increase of the judicial author- 
ity of the Niue Men, the Chambers of the West India Company 
vffered no objections whatever ; although the objections which 
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they raised against other portions of that propusition were most 
decided and uueyuivocal. Accordingly, when Mr. Van Aertz- 
bergen, three days afterward, called up his Report and pro- 
posed Provisional Order, the States veueral seut the latter 
wack to the Committee which had reported it, tor further con 
siderativn ; aud vm the twenty-eight of May, the united Chaum- 
bers of the Privileged West ludia Company iuterpused agaiust 
its adoptiuw by tic States General, a oecvnd formal Memorial 
or Kemunsirauce. 

iu the meantime, the Committee of the States General hau 
alowed the Provistunal Urder w ve copied and sent to the 
Nine Se-ectuwen iu New Amsterdam, where it arrived on tue 
twenty-eight of June, 165u, and on ihe chirteenth of Seprem- 
ber tulioWaug, Une latver became impaucut and earpestiy peu 
tivned tur its adoplivn ; and Luree moutlislater (Decemucer 22, 
1650) the Boaru reuewed its earuess prayer Jor relict, 

Four some reasoy which is nut now kuown, Mr. van der Donca, 
the agent ul the Nine Men vi New Amoierdam, did now pre 
peut Luis Sccund Memorial to the States General, until the tenth 
vf bebruary, 1602, when it was reterrea, with Lhe papers which 
accCOMpauled M, Lo & Culmmiltee, of wluch Mr. VAN DER UaPEL 
LEN THO KYSSEL Was the Chairman, fur cupsideration and re- 
port. 

Six days after, on the sixteenth of February, 1652, the Com- 
mittee :eported up th. various subjects embraced in the Nine 
Men’s Memorial ; but it would be tureigu tu Lhe purpose of thas 
Note w refer to avy other portion uf that Keport than its Fitts 
Section, relating tu the Memoriaist’s ** Kequest that Lhe Kepuit 
“on the Provisional Order of Government, drawu up by Mi. 
* Aerizbergen in the presence of the Virecturs,”’ aud presenteu 
to the States Geveral up the eleveutu of April, 1690, * may be 
“converted intu a Kesulution.” Un this subje&—which nad 
been tent back to Mr, Aertzbergen’s Committee on West ludia 
atlairs, op the fourteenth of April, lvdv, ucarly two years be- 
lure, aud alowed Ww sicep the sleep of death—Mr. van der 
Vapelien recommended that the ** opimutuus ” of Lue Provinces ul 
the Gunfederacy suould be ** requested; aud that the ** cun- 
** sideratiuns Luereon ” of the respective Ubambers of the West 
India Company should be also ** ordereu,”’ 

‘Lhe recommendation of the Commitice seems to have been 
adopted by their High Mightinesses; and, aihough we have 
not found the vpinivus of we several Provinces, we Lave the 
apswers of the Hve Chambers of the West ludia Company— 
that of Ainsteraam supposing the subject had been dispused of 
uearly two years before, and asking the States Geaeral wo sus 
peud all action on it fur the present; that of Vorurecht, tavor- 
iug the Memorialists, and urging their High Mightinesses to 
proceed ; that of Miudieburgh lovking ip the sawe direct n ; 
tuat of Delft referring wo the former action vf Wwe Chambers, 
wud favoring delay; aud that of Groningen sus aiming tue ac- 
lun of the Chamber uf Amsterdam. ‘The Consequeuce of ali 
this was, as might have b en expected, the praye: vf the Nine 
Dien was again unsuccessiul. 

The energetic and intelligent Agent of the Cummonalty of 
New Amoterdam, who was watching its interests vefore the 
States Geveral, atthe Hague, anxiously witnessed the triumph 
ol the Amsterdam Chamber in the failure uf the Culunists’ iast 
ullempl lu secure & rediess of their gi ievances and a guaraniee 
of their political rights from the Common Severeign vl all, both 
the oppressurs anu the oppressed ; aud * wholly di-hearteneu 
“* apd Cust down,” he ummediateiy prepared tu returu w amer- 
ica, Beture domg sv, however, up ihe twenty-lourth of May, 
1052, he addresseu anuther Memorial, in the name of his con- 
stituents, praying the States General to determine whether or 
not that budy baud legal jurisdiction uvver the affairs of New 
Netherlana, anu whether ur pot the Memoriaists had acted 
legally when they peationed tueir High Mightinesses for relief 
Irum Lheir oppressors, giving 48 & redsun for this last Memorial 
the necessity which existed fur an immediate appeal w the 
proper quarver, wherever it was, in Order, **1f possivie, togur- 
** rest aud prevent their utter ruin.” 

‘the several Provinces of the Confederacy immedia‘ely re- 
quested copies of this iast Memouiai, aud copies were sent, also, 
4s usual, tu the several Chambers of the Privileged West India 
Company: the Chamber at Amsteruam, as usual, resisted every 
effurt to secure the action of the Siates General, on the subjee:; 
and, once more, the Nine Men of New Amsierdam were over- 
powered by thuse whom they cunsidered as their oppressors, 

It is proper to remark, however, thut in this cumplicated 
struggie ol parties in New Amsterdam, aithvugh the application 
for a Municipal form vf Government for that city was une of 
the subjects which were repeatedly brought befure the Home 
Government by the popular party, it was as often unsuccess- 
ful, not because of the opposition of any one to that particular 
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measure, but because it was invariably coupled with other 
measures Which were entirely vbuvxivus, and all, agreeable 
and disagreeable, were necessarily carried down togetuer, it 
Was a buid stroke of partizansh p, Lherelore, and one which en- 
tities Director-geveral Stuyveseut we wuch credit as a puliti- 
cian, which leu uim vo ** propuse ” to the Wirectors of the rriy- 
ileged West luuia Company the disarming of the opposition, to 
sume extent, by the concession lo the antagunisuc Comuunaity 
of New Ampte:dam, of a Municipal torm uf Government, to be 
fashioned after that established in the aucient city of Amster 
dam, iu Fatherland ; and the Directors wisely listened w his 
advice, and thus conveyed tu him, by letter dated the fourth 
of April, 1652, the weicume intelligeuce uf the voluntary exten- 
sion of the pulitical privileges of the Colonists residing ere: 

** We have hereby resoived upon your propusal, in Order to 
* stop the mouth vf all the wucid, Ww allow a Bench of Justice 
* to be established there, formed, as much as possible, accurd 
“fing w the Custom of this city, to which end, herewih, go 
** printed copies respecting ali the Cuurts of Judicature aud 
**the whole Government, aud we are of opinion that it will be 
‘sufficient at first t0 chuse one Schout, two Burgomasters 
“aud five Schepens, for the reason that all juogments shall 
* be appealavie to the Supreme Council in order tat defiviuve 
‘sentence may be decreed there. In the selectivn of the 
“aforesaid pe:sups, particular attention must be paid to hun- 
“ext and respectabic individuals who, We hope, can be tound 
** among the citizeus ; aud especialiy we will have promoied 
**to such: flices, as much as pussibie, persons of this Nain, 
“That, we think, will afford the greatest satisfaction tu the 
* Ciuzens aud Iuhabitants.” 

The character of this concession by the acting Sovereiga of 
the Cuolouny—for the States General appear Ww have acquiesced 
in the pretensions of the Company, iu like manner Liat the 
Kvglish Government Was supplanted by the Company in the 
Massachusetts Culony—is, fortunately, not a mavier ol doubt; 
and from this basis has ariseu the great superstructure which, 
with moditications aud additivus, frum ume to time made, 
forms, to-day, the Corporation which is known io law as THe 
MAYOR, ALDERMEN, AND COMMONALTY OF THE CITY or NEW 
Yora. 

‘the Schout, or Sheriff, was, also, the public prosecutor and 
the executioner of the Court's decrees, 

he Burgomasters, in additiun to their Legislative duties, 
were the principal cflicers of the Church, Wwe Guardians of 
Widows and Usphaans, the Overseers of the Poor, the Trustees 
of the City’s property, aud the Supervisors of the City’s bx- 
cise. Their couseut was necessary tv make legal any instru: 
ment whch shuid be executed by temales vr minors; DO 
distress could be levied except in the presence of one of them; 
and no capital penaity could be pronuunced on a Burgher, 
except with their cousent, nor be executed, except in their 
presence. They were the guardiaus of the pubie peace, and 
controlled, fur that purpose, the military power, ond it was 
their duty to quell riots, They were the custodiaus of the 
City’s sea ; in their name were wil public iustruments drawn ; 
and, in copjuuction with chose whv had previously held the 
office, THEY APPOINTED THEIR OWN SUCCESSORS. They attended, 
personaily, in rotation, Ww the business of the City ; and for the 
manner in which that business was transacted the silting 
member was accountable only tu his associates in THAT 
Office and those who had previvusly served as Burgomasters, 
im joint session—THE LaTTER, IN LAW, KNEW Nu SUPERION 
AUTHORITY, although the bayonet sumeumes usurped it, — 

The Schepens were to be appointed by the representative of 
the Sovereign, on the nominauon by the College ; and beside 
their duties as Legisiators, they furmed the Judiciary of the 
City. They possessed Judicial authority, both in Civil and 
Criminal cuses, to a very Wide extent; they appvinted Curators 
or Kxecutors tu vacant estates; their consent was becessary 
fur the sale of the property of minors, fur the issue of Lojune- 
tiuns, fur the burial of strangers dying in the City, and fur the 
construction of temporary buildings. They certified the 
acknowledgement of Deeds, Bunds, etc. ; and they were, als0, 
arbitravors between Burghers. 4 

The Schout, Burgomasters, ani Schepens, c sMectively, forme : 
what was known as a ‘College ;” and im this College, by 
virtue of this concession, was vested the sole authority tw _ 
ali necessary Ordinances for the government of the Uity ; 0 
of that necessity the College was the sole judge. 

it is not the province of this Note to present to the Reader 
the arbitrary aod illegal usurpation, by the Director-general, 
who was an old soldier, of some of the undoubted prerogatives 
of the Schout, Burgomasters, and Schepens, which were thus 
vested in them, and of some of the franchises which were thus 
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conceded to the City by the Company ; nor shall we attempt to 
seek a motive for those usurpations, since the f»ndness of that 
class of rulers to disvegard the written law when it conflicts 
with its tastes or interferes with i's private interests is well 
known. It is sufficient for our purpose to indicate that such a 
system of usurpation has existed fom the beginning of the 
City’s existence ; that its officers have successively, from the 
beginning, been struggling with the central authorities for the 
possession of undoubted Rights and Properties belonging, 
legally, to the Municipality ; and that, sometimes by dint of 
argament and sometimes by re-purchase, they have, from time 
to time. recovered some portions of those disputed Privileges 
and Properties, which had been previously withheld or wrested 
from them. 

At length, on the feast of Candlemas, [February 2, 1653.) 
which was also the beginning of the Municipal year in the 
Mother City of Amsterdam, after which the new City was to be 
fashioned, the Director-general issued a Proclamation by which 
ge organized the new Municipality by appointing for the 
Commonalty whose Right it was to “elect” them, ARENT 
Yaw Harrem and Martin Cricter, as ite Burgomasters ; 
Pavivs Leenpextsey VAN pDeER Grist, MAXIMILIAN VaN 
Guret, ALLARD ANTHONY, WILAELMUS BeEcKMAN, and Pierer 
WorerTseN VAN COUWENHOVEN as Its Schepens; and the 
Company's Fiscaal, the notorious CoRNELIS VAN TIENHOVEN, as 
its Schout—he had previously (January 27, 1653) invaded the 
Prerogatives of the projected College, by appointing one of his 
favorites, Jacon Kip, as its Secretary or Clerk, and by fixing 
his salary—privilege: which, af er the prac‘ice in Fatherland, 
had already been conceded by Stuyvesant’s masters, to the Col 
lege itself. Four days afterward on the sixth of February, the 
College, thus illegally constituted, held its first Session ; and 
from that day to the present, with the exception of the eventful 
period, from the summer of 1776 until the close of 1783, when 
the City was governed by Martial Law. the Government thus 
originaily organize, with here and there a change of style and 
form, has continued in unbroken suecession, at the head of the 
principal City of the Colony, Province, and State, under as 
many Nationalities. 

The Minutes, or “‘ Register” of the Sessions of this newly- 
organized Colege have never been printed ; but, by permission 
of the existing Municipal authorities, it is now our privilege to 
introduce them to the World of Letters, through the successive 
nombers of Taz Historica MAGAzINg, and to add thereto such 
illustrative Notes as we shal! suppose will add to their interest 
and usefulness. 

Like the Record of the Orders of the Director-general and 
Council, which have preceded them, these Minutes of the 
Schout, Bargomasters, and Schepens of the City, will be copied 
from the Translations which have been made from the Originals, 
by order of the Common Council ; and the pages of each series 
of volumes—the Originuls and the Translatione—wil! be care 
fully noted in their proper places, in the Text, in order that 
Students may correctly refer to their contents without a per- 
sonal examination. H. B. D. 

Morrisania, 1867. 
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PRAYER BEFORE MEETING. 


0! God of Gods and Lord of Lords, and 
Heavenly and Merciful Father, we thank Thee 
that Thou hast not only created us in Thine own 
image, but that Thou received us as Thy Chil- 
dren and Guests, when we were lost. 

And, in addition to all this, it has pleased Thee 
to place us in the Government of Thy people in 
this place. , 

O! Lord our God, we, Thy wretched creatures, 





acknowledge that we are not worthy of this 
honor, and that we have neither strength nor 
suflicieney to discharge the trust committed to | 
us, except Thou vouchsafe to us Thy assistance. 

We beseech thee, Oh! Fountain of a'l good | 
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gifts, qualify. us by Thy grace, that we may, with 
fidelity and righteousness, serve in our respective 
offices. ‘'I'o this end, enlighten our darkened un- 
derstandings that we may be able to distinguish 
the right from the wrong, the truth from false- 
hood; and that we may give pure and uncor- 
rupted decisions, having an eye upon [106] Thy 
Word, as a sure guide, giving to the simple, 
wisdom and knowledge. Let Thy Law be a light 
unto our feet and a light unto our paths, so that 
we may never turn away from the path of right- 
eousness. Deeply impress on all our minds that 
we are accountable, not to man but unto God, 
who seeth and heareth all things. Let all respect 
of persons be far removed from us, that we may 
award justice unto the rich and the poor, unto 
friends and enemies, to residents and to strangers, 
according to the law of Truth; and that not one 
of us may in any instance swerve therefrom. 
And since gifts do blind the eyes of the wise 
and destroy the heart, therefore keep our hearts 
in judgment. Grant unto us, also, that we may 
not rashly prejudge any one without a hearing; 
but that we patiently hear the parties, and 
give them time and opportunity for defending 
themselves; in all things looking up to Thee 
and to Thy Word, for counsel and direction. 
Graciously incline our hearts that we may exer- 
cise the power which Thou hast given to us, to 
the general good of the Community, to the main- 
tainance of the Churches; that we may be a 
praise to them that do well and a terror to evil- 
doers. 

Incline, also, the hearts of the subjects unto 
due obedience ; so that thrcugh their respect and 
obedience our burdens may be wade the lighter. 

Thou knowest, Oh Lord! that the [107] wicked 
and the ungodly do generally contemn and trans- 
gress Thine Ordinances; wherefore clothe us with 
strength, courage, fortitude, and promptitude ; 
that we may with all due earnestness and zeal, 
be stedfast unto the death against all sins and 
misdemeanors. 

Oh! good and gracious God, command Thy 
blessing upon all our resolutions, that they may 
be rendered effectual and redound to the honor 
of Thy great and holy name, to the greatest good 
of the trusts committed to us, and to our salvation. 

Ilear and answer us, Oh! Gracious God, in 
these our petitions and in all that Thou seest we 
need, through the merits of Jesus Christ Thy 
beloved Son, in whose name we thus conclude 
our Prayer: “Our Father, who art in Heaven, 
“hallowed be Thy name; Thy kingdom come; 
“Thy will be done in earth as it is done in 
“heaven; give us this day our daily bread, and 
“forgive us our debts as we forgive our debtors; 
“and lead us not into temptation, but deliver us 


i*from evil, for Thine is the kingdom, and the 


“ power, and the glory, for ever. Amen.” 
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On Thursday, the 6th February, 1653, [at Fort 
Amsterdam,?| were Present, Paulus Leendertse 
Van der Grist, Maximilian Van Gheel, Allard 
Anthony, Wilhelm: Beekman, and Peter Wolf- 
ertsen. 

The Noble Burgomasters and Schepens of the 
City of New Amsterdam do hereby give public 
notice that they will hold their ordinary sessions, 


(in the building heretofore called the State-house | 


but, for the present, the City-hall,)* on Monday 
mornings, at nine of the clock, for the purpose 


of hearing and determining all disputes and | 
: & 5 sputes a | JACOBSEN,§ Defendant. 


differences between parties, as far as it may be 
practicable. Whereunto let all and every one 
take notice. : 

Thus done in Session, this 6th February, 1653, 
at New Amsterdam, and underwritten: 


Martin CrigiEr,t 
Pautus LEEN -RTSE VAN . 
AULUS LEENDERTSE VAN DER Gristt 
WiLH: BEECKMAN,§ 
PreTer WOLvVERSEN, || 
MaAximinyanus VAN GHEEL,{ 
ALLARD ANTHONY.¥¥ 


* “Tue Stave House. but, for the present, raz CiTy-HALL ” 
This edifice, which stood on the upper side of Pearl street, op 
posite Coenties s!ip, was originally the City Tavern. It was 
converted to Municipal uses in 1654; and in 1699 i¢ was sold 
to John Rodman. 

An interesting sketch of the history of this celebrated struc 
ture, from the pen of George Henry Moore, Esq., the accom 
plished Librarian of the New York Historical Society, will be 
found in Tue HistoricaL MaGaaing, First Series, x., pp. 74 
74: and a picture of it is in the first volume of the Memoirs 
of the Long Island Historical Society.—H. B. D. 

t Vide page 37, ante. 

+ Vide page 36, ante. 

6 WILHELMUS BEECKMAN was born at Hasselt, in veryssel, in 
1623 ; served the West India Company on board The Princess ; 
settled as a Merchant in New Amsterdam, in 1647 ; was married 
to Catalina De Boogbs, a native of Amsterdam, on the fifth of 
September, 1649; was appointed Lieutenant of the Burgher 
Corps, in 1651 ; one of the Schepens of New Amsterdam. when 
that City was incorporated, in February, 1653; in which office 
te was continued in 1654, 1656, 1657, aud 1673 ; Commissary of 
South River, in July, 1658; Vice Director of the same Colony, 
in October, 1658 ; Commissary at Esopus, in July, 1664; Bur 
gomaster of New Orange, in 1674 ; and Alderman of New York, 
in 1679, 1680 1682, and 1685; and Alderman of the East Ward 
of the city, from 1691 until 1695 ; and died in 1707, aged eighty 
four years, leaving six children— Marie, wife of Nicholas Wm 
Stuyvesant ; Hendrick; Gerardus; Cornelia; Johannes. and 
Jacobus, 

He was engaged in business as a Brewer, as the successor of 
Thomas Hall, in Smit’s Vly (Pear!) near Beekman street, “where 
** William and Beekman streets still bear his name ;” and his 
descendants, widely scattered over the country. are among the 
most respectable and respected of its inhabitants —H. B. D. 

| PreteR WoLPERSEN VAN COUWENHOVEN, & native of Ames 
fort, and step son of Wolfert Gerritsen, appears to have been a 
Builder as well as » Brewer ; and he was a Sehepen of the City, 
in 1653, 1654, 1658, 1659, 1661, a: d 1663 ; an Orphan Master, in 
1655, 1656, 1657, 1658, 1659, and 1662; a City Surveyor, in 
1655 ; and a \ieutenant under Martin Crygier, in the opera 
tions against the Esopus Indians in 1663. 

His residence was on the North-west corner of Pearl and 
Whiteball streets ; but, late in life. in consequence of troubles 
with the English conquerors and their Dutch sycophants he left 
New York and settled in the Achter Col. where he became one 
of the earliest settlers of Elizabeth New Jersey. ' 

He married Hester Simons, 2 native of Amsterdam, on the 
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[ Original, not paged; Translation, 110-115,] 
On Monday, the 10th. February, 1653, at Fort 


Amsterdam, were Present, Arent Van Tattem* 
and Martin Crigier, Burgomasters; Schepens 


| Paulus Leendertse Van der Grist, Wilh: Beek. 


man, Allard Anthony, M. Van Gheel, and Pieter 
Wolversen; and C. Van Tienhoven, Schout. 


Tuomas STEVENTSE,} Plaintiff, vs. MWenprick 
Ruprerts,{ a Defendant. 
The Defendant [ ] 


Tuomas Sreventsk, Plaintiff, vs. Corners 


The Plaintiff demands the payment of Fifty 
Stuyvers|| arising from the purchase of a house, 


| from Pieter Braelye{ the payment of which had 


been assumed by the Defendant. 
The Defendant admits his indebtedness to the 
amount of Forty-eight Stuyvers;!| but he says 


second of December, 1640; and appears to have been childless, 
He adopted Aeltje Petersen as his heir, on the second of Jan- 
uary, 1612.—H. B. D. 

 Maximityanus VAN Gueex is said to have been a Merchant, 
but we have ascertained nothing whatever concerning him, 
except that he was the next neighbor to «Annetie Bogardus, 
‘‘opposite the Company’s mansion.” in 1633; daring which 
year, also, he wasa Schepen. H. B. D. 

** ALLARD ANTHONY, a native of Amsterdam and a Merchant, 
residing on the Norti; east corner of Whitehall and Marketfield 
streets, in New Amsterdam. He was one of the Nine Men of 
the City in 1652 ; a Schepen in 1653; in 1654 he was sent to 
Holland as the Agent of the Colony, in which he rendered ef- 
fective service.and received the thanks of the Government; in 
1655 he was in the Colonial Council and a City Surveyor; in 
1655, 1656, 1657, and 1661, he was a Burgomaster of the City; 
in 1655 he was one of the two Commissioners to lay out the 
streets of the City ; from 1662 until 1665 he was the Schout; 
and from 1¢66 until 1673 he was the Sheriff. 

He was married to Henrica Wessels, a native of Utrecht, on 
the twenty sixth of March. 1656, and had@ one child, Nicholas, 
born January 28, 1657. He died, generally detested, in 1685.— 
H. B.D. 

* ARENT VAN Hatrem was a Merchant, but we have learned 
little concerning him beside the fact that, in 1652 he was one 
of ** the Nine Men ;” that he was sent, with Van Tienhoven. on 
a mission to Virginia, in 1653, during which year he was Cap- 
tain of the Burgher Corps ; that he was a Burgomaster in 1653 
and 1654; and had some difficulty concerning his aecounts.— 
H B.D. 

+ THOMAS STEVENSON appears to have been an English 
farmer, residing, in his latter days, at Middleburg [Newtown] 
L. 1. ; and his frequent appeals to the Courts render his name 
somewhat familiar to the student of the local history of New 
Netherland, 

He was married on the fifteenth of August, 1645, to the 
widow Marie Bernards; and, in 1653, he seems to have pur- 
chased, and probably lived on, the property on the bank ot 
the Kast River, extending from Ferry to Catharine streets 0! 
modern times.—H, B. D. 

¢ Of this person we have found no mention elsewhere.— 
H. B. D. 

§ CORNELIS JACOBSEN was from Martensdyk ; and in 1638 he 
leased a buuwery called Walenstyne, but in the spring of 1662 
he appears to have lived at the Wale Bogt. 

He married Claesje Thennis, a native of Amsterdam, on the 
twenty fourth of August, 1642; by whom he had four chil- 
dren.—H. B D. ‘ 

§ Pierer BReYLe appears to have been engaged in trade as 
a Tubacconist, and he was also engaged in raising it; but 
beyond these facts, we believe that nothing is known of him.— 
H. B. D. 

| Thus are the Records, but probably intended for Guilders. 
—H. B, D. 
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the Skipper Lourens* had agreed to pay Twenty- | 
four Guilders of it. 

Whereas it appears the Skipper Lourens had 
not paid, the verdict of the Court is that the | 
Defendant shall pay his debt by the first of May | 
next, without waiting any longer. 


1867.) 


111] Juryan Buancx,f Plaintiff, os. Terman 
SmEEMAN,t Defendant. 
Concerning the payment, in Beavers, for a 
brewing-kettle purchased by the Defendant and | 

delivered to him, as appears by the obligation. 

The Defendant admits the indebtedness and 
agrees to pay the same within a fortnight from 
this date, with which the parties are both satisfied. 

Synour CLAsen,{ Plaintiff, xs. Herman Suez- | 
man, Defendant. 

The Plaintiff demands payment for labor done 
for Volkert Evertse,|| whose Estate has been 
delivered to the Defendant as his heir, amount- 
ing to Six Beavers. 

The Defendant denies that he owes anything, 
since the account was not brought forward in a 
former settlement nor spoken of until this date. 

The Plaintiff is ordered to prove his demand. 


Herman SMEEMAN, Plaintiff, vs. Sypour CLa- 
sen, Defendant. 

The Plaintiff demands payment of Thirteen 
Beavers, according to the verdict of the Director- 
general and Council, dated the seventh of Octo- 
ber, 1652. 


* By this name, Captain Laurens CorRneLissen of the Ga- 
brieBand The Maid of Enckhuysen was known. (Compare 
William Kieft’s letter to Director Stuyvesant and the Coun 
cil, June 18. 1647, with Jochem Pretersen Kuyter and Cornelis 
Melyn's answer thereto, Jane 22, 1647.) 

He is noted in History chiefly because of his dispute with 
Directur Kieft, which resulted ia his banishment from the 
Colony. 

¢ JeurtazEN BLANCK was a sea-faring man who settled here 
at an early day, and resided on the South side of Pearl street, 
between Whitehall street and the Battery. 

He was « Smaller Burgher, of the date of 1657; and was 
residing in his old home as late as 1674 His widow, Tryntje 
Claes. occupied the same huuse in 1686.—H. B. D. 

+ HERMAN Sugeman, * husband of Barent Dircksen's widow.” 
appears to have been possessed of co isiderable real property, 
and to have been a Burgher of the date of 1657; a Magistrate 
of Bergen in 1661; a representative of that settlement in the 
Convention of April 10, 1664; ete. 

His wife was Elizabeth Evertse, widow of Barent Dirckse 
the baker, to whom he was married on the fourth of December, 
1645; and his residence was on the East side of Broadway, 
below Wall street. —H. B. D. < 

$ Synour Cuazssen, a house carpenter from Horn, residing 
on the South side of Stone, near Broad street and a burgher 
of the city of New Amsterdam, married Sus inne dans, widow 
of Aert Teunissen, lessee of the bouwery of Huboquin. on the 
aon of March, 1645; and he soon afterward became famous 

ulstory in consequence of a controversy with Director Kieft 
and Director Stuyvesant, for the prosecution of which he 
visited Holland in 1649. 
“an was one of the lessees of the Company’s sawmill on Noten 
ao Island, in 1639; lived on the S ruth side of 
ares raat [Stone street) near der Heere Graft (Broad 
BED and died in 1679. He was a highly respectable man.— 





a Votkert Evertse was evidently a relative of Smeeman's 
in probably her brother ; but we have been unable to ascer- 
2, positively, the exact relation.—H. B. D, 


MAGAZINE. 


The Burgomasters and Schepens order the 
payment, in conformity with the verdict re- 
ferred to. 


[112] Apram PrancK,* Plaintiff, vs. 
TEuNtsEN,t Defendant. 

The Plaintiff's wife appeared. 

It is ordered that as the Plaintiff must always 
appear in his own person, if he is in the place, 
the Plaintiff in this action is in default. 


Dirck 


Prerer ANDRIESEN,{ Plaintiff, os. Lourrrs 
Duyrts.§ Defendant. 

Jan Willemsen, || appeared, offering to answer fur 
the Defendant, but without Power of Attorney. 

It is ordered that, for the reason that the 
parties must appear in person, the Defendant is 
in default. 

AUKEN JANSEN, Plaintiff, os. Tae Wire oF 


* ABRaM PLANCK was one of the principal men in New Am- 
sterdam, in the days of Director Kieft ; a member of the Boar: 
of Twelve Men, in 1641; and one of the three who, in If 3, 
petitiored for and obtained permission to attack the Indians, 
when they wereso inhumanly and basely massacred at Pavonia ; 
but beyond the fact that he is said to have lived on Smits Viv 
(Pearl street), near what is now Beekman street, we know 
nothing concerning him. 

There was an ABRAHAM IsAAcsEN PLANCK, who was the 
original grantee of Paulus Hook, now Jersey City, and the 
progenitor of the noted family of VerpLanck ; and these dif 
ferent names have often been considered as belonging to the 
same person. In the ab-ence of any evidence to prove this, and 
in view of the care with which this name is +o frequently 
recorded, as if tu distinguish the two, we have preferred to 
regard them as belonging to different persons.—H. B D. 

+ Diack TeUNISSEN—sometimes called ‘‘the Norman,” at 
others a N rwegian—resided in 1657, at Midwout [ F/athush) 
on property leased from Jan Evertsen Bout; and in 1674 he 
seems to have lived in Smit’s Vly [Pearl street}, New York, 

He appears to have possessed a bad character ; and was very 
lightly esteemed. His wife was Adriaenje Walich.—H. B. D. 

+ PIETER ANDRIESSEN, sometime a seama., came to the 
Colony, in 1639, in the Fire of Troy; and in company with 
Lawrence Duyts, the Defendant in this action, he leased some 
land at Morrisania from Jonas Bronck for the purpose of 
raising tobacco and [ndian corn. 

He was described by one who knew him, as ‘an honest, 
“upright man ;" and, in 1645, he purchased property in the 
rear of the public tavern in New Amsterdam, and at Newtown, 
on Long Island ; and, in 1661, some in Wall street. 

During the latter years of his life he was occupied in sweep- 
ing chimneys, having been elected a Small Burgher of the 
city, in 1657.—H. B, D. 

6 Lawrence Duyts as already stated, came to America 
from Holstein, in The Fire of Troy, in 1639; and settled in 
what is now Morrisania, as a farmer, in compauy with Pieter 
Andriessen who had crossed the oceau with him. 

He was married to Ytie Janeen; but led an infamous life ; 
and, in 1658, he was banished from the Colony fur the crime of 
adultery. 

| There seems to have been two persons bearing this name, 
in the Colony; and it is uucertain to which of them this eutry 
refers. 

One of these was subsequently a Councill r of New Amstel, 
on the South River, (Delaware); and a very respectable man : 
the other, ‘' Jan Willemsen van Iselsteyn, commonly called 
** Jan of Leyden,” seem< to have possessed a more questionable 
reputation, and was banished from the Colony, for slander, in 
May, 1664 —H. B. D. 

§ AUKEN JANSEN, a carpenter by trade, resided on the 
West side of Broadway, below the Rector street of to-day. He 
was the builder of the church at Midwout, [Flatbush], in 1660; 
and in 1673 and 1674 he was a Schepen of that town, in which 
capacity, in the latter year, he represented it, in Convention, 
in New Amsterdam.—H. B. D. 
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JURIEAN ANDRIESEN,* Defendant. 

The Plaintiff demands the payment of Twenty- 
four Guilders, for work done according to account 
and settlement. 

The Defendant answers that the Carpenter’s 
work done by the Plaintiff is charged higher 


than it is worth ; and for that reason he contends | 


that he is not indebted to him. 


The Burgomasters and Schepens appoint Gillis | 
Pietersent and Abram Clock,t house-carpen- | 


ters, to inspect the work and to report in writing, 
their opinion concerning it. 


[113] AuKen Jansen, Plaintiff, os. HenpRIcK 
GERRITSEN,{§ Defendant. 
The Defendant in default. 


Jacosp WILLEMsEN,|| Plaintiff, os. 
GERRITSEN, Defendant. 
The Defendant in default. 


HenpricK GERRITSEN, Plaintiff, os. RoELor 
JANSENY and Jan GeRRITSEN,** Defendants. 
The Plaintiff in default. 





* JURIAEN ANDRIESSEN Was a rea-faring man, in the employ 
of the West India Company ; and, in 1648, while master of the 
Cat, of fourteen gunsand a crew of fifty men, that vessel was 
lost on Sand; Hook, otherwire Godyn’s point, after having 
captured and sent in as a prize, a Spanish bark, 

The name of his wife does not appear. —H B. D. 

+ GILLis PIETERSEN VAN DER Gouw, son of Hendrick Jan- 
sen, was in the employ of the West India Company, as its 
* Overseer of the Carpenters,” as early as June, 1638; and on 
the sixth of July, 1642, he was married to Elsje Hendricks, 
by whom he had Eva, Pieter, Tryntje, Tryntje. 2d, Hendrick, 
and Maria. 

He was a man of great respectabili y ; and lived on the bank 
of the East River, on the Northern line of Wall street. 

It isa singular illustration of the difficulties which attend 
the labors of the Genealogist that a few weeks after the appoint- 
ment, by the Council, of Pietersen to the office of Master Car 
penter, in the Company’s service, another Gillis Pietersen, a 
oatswain of the yacht Hope, was sentenced by the same 
Council to have his name posted as a perjurer and villain, and 
all his wages confiscated, on a charge of desertion to the En- 
glish.—H. B. D. 

t Apram CLOCK was a Carpenter, engaged in business on 
his own account as early as 1642. He was a Small Burgher, of 
the date of 1657 ; resided at the Southwest corner of Stone and 
William streets ; and was highly respected. 

There was an ABRAHAM Marten CLock, a Carpenter, who 
was also a Miller, residing on the Great Highway, in 1655-6; 
and it is not impossible that it was the same person.—H. B. D. 

6 Henprick GERRITSEN was a resident of the Colony as 
early as 1638. He was a tailor by trade, residing next dgor to 
the celebrated Annetje Bogardus, near the Fort. 

There was also a person of the same name, who was a sea 
faring man, commanding the Company’s vessel, the Neptunus, 
in Kieft’s expedition against the Raritans; and in 1660 
there was a third, a Cadet, in the military service of the Com- 
pany, in New Amstel.—H. B. 

|| Of this person we have found no mention elsewhere.— 
H. B. D. 

§ Roe.or Jansen (VAY MEPPFLEN) a butcher, married Geer- 
truyd Jacobs, a widow, on the nineteenth of April, 1643, by 
whom he had Maryken, Jan, Jochem, Albert. Jochem. Willem, 
and Geertje; and lived in Bever straat [Beaver street, be- 
tween Broadway and Broad street } 

RoELOF JANSEN, & mason, was admitted tothe Small Burgher- 
ship. in 1657 ; and in 1662, a person of this name was Collector 
of Excise at Flushing. 

It is not known to which of there the entry refers.—H. B. D 

** Jan GERRITSEN was married to Greetje Jans, on the last 
day of April, 1655; and we know nothing more of him.—H. B. D. 
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Henprick Henpricksen,* Plaintiff, vs. Ay. 
DRIES PIETERSEN,}t Cooper, Defendant. 

The Plaintiff demands the payment of Thirty- 
one Stuyvers: according to written obligation. 

The Defendant confesses judgment. 

The Burgomasters and Schepens order payment 


accordingly, within One month from this date, 


Joost Goverts,} Plaintiff, vs. GuLyan p’ Wys,\ 
Defendant. 
The Plaintiff enters his complaint to the 
Court, that the Defendant had addressed him, 
saying that Joost might rather give him, the 
Defendant, permission to play with his, the Plain- 


| tiff’s, wife, since Allard Anthony was in the habit 


of doing it. Ile demands right and justice. 
The Defendant denies the charge, and demands 
a copy of the Complaint. : 
[114] It is ordered that the Plaintiff prove 
his Complaint and furnish the Defendent with a 
copy of the same, forthwith. 


Joost Goperts, Plaintiff, vs. Isaac Brpro!! 
and Jacos Buys, Defendants. 

| V’he parties ?| appeared before the Court and 
the Plaintiff offered to prove his Complaint, 
charging the Defendants in substance as follows: 

First: The said Joost Goderis coming from 
Oyster Island{{ in a canoe in company with a 
young man, to which island he had been for the 


* HenDRICK HENDRICKSEN. in May, 1653, bought Auke Jan- 
sen’s house on the Great Highway ; and in June, 1654, George 
Rapelje’s house, in Pear] street : 

He was from Middleborch ; a baker by trade ; and in Octo- 
bor, 1656. he was suspended from following his business, for 
selling bread of a light weight. 

There was another bearing this name, a Drummer in the 
Company’s service who was admitted to the Small Burgher 
right in 1657. 

It is probable that the entry refers to the former.—H. B. D. 

t ANDRIES PreTeRsEN, the Cooper, appears to have resided 
in the Colony as early as 1638; but we know nothing more of 
him.—H. B. D. 

t Joost GopERIS was a poor man, sometime a Porter in 
the City Weigh house; and his wife, the subject of this cele- 
brated action, was Jacomyntie Wallings, to whom he was 
married on the first of October, 1650. 

He appears to have lived in New Amstel in 1659, He had 
Jan, Frans F¥rans, Maria, and Joris ; and his «on Frans lived 
to be at the head ef a large family, in New York, many years 
after 

This affair occupied considerable attention; and it is cred- 
itable to the Court that the young men of high social standing, 
in those days, were not allowed to insult those in the lower 
walks of life, without being punished.—H B.D 

§ GuLyan p’Wys, from the fact that he imported “certain 
“goods in the Spotted Cow,” in June, 1651, was probably 
engaged in‘trade ; but we have found no further particulars 
concerning him.—H B, D. 

| Isaac BEepLo was a Merchant residing on the Hoogh- 
straat [Stone street, between William and Broad}. In 1667, 
1668, 1669, 1671, 1672, and 1673, he was an Alderman of the 
city; in 1668, he was Comptroller of the Customs; and he 
died about 1674. 

He was married to Elizabeth de Potter; 
Catalina, Pieter, Maria, and Francols. 

He was the Commissary, or Agent, of Governor Lovelace ; 
and after his death there was considerable trouble in the set- 
tlement of his estate.—H. B D. J 

| Oyster Istaxp, now known as Ellis's in the 
harbor of New York.—H. B. D. 
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se of obtaining some Oysters or Crabs, met 
the Defendants in company with Gulyan d’Wys, 
Guysbert Verdonck, Jan Vinge,* Pieter Werk- 
hoven,t Harmanus Hartoogh,t and the younger 
Cornelius Melyn,§ when the Defendants called 
aloud, saying, “ Joost Goderis, You are a cuck- 
“hold :” and immediately thereafter they sung 
out, “ Joost Goderis ought to wear horns, as the 
“cattle are wont to do,” etc.; and, moreover, 


Bedlo and Buys called out to Joost Goderis, | 


“Allard Anthony has had your wife down.” 


The Plaintiff also complains that at Loockman’s | 


house, on the Strand,|| after the setting of the 
Watch, that he had asked Bedlo why he had 
insulted him, whereupon he replied “ You fool ! 
“Thave not said so.[115] You have said it, your- 
“self!” upon which Joost gave him [Bedlo] a 
slap, and Bedlo drawing his knife gave him 
are a wound in the neck, as can be seen. 
Je demands redress and justice. 

The Defendants deny the charges and demand 
a copy of the same. 

The Burgomasters and the Schepens order that 
the Plaintiff shall, on the next Court-day, prove 
his allegations and forthwith serve a copy thereof 
on the Defendants. 


[Original, not paged ; Translation, 115-117.] 


On Monday afternoon, the 10th February, 
1653. Present, A. Van Hattem, Martin Crigier, 
Paulus Leendertse, Wilh : Beeckman, Allard An- 
thony, M. Van Gheel, and Pieter Wolfersen. 

By The Noble Burgomasters and Schepens of 
this City of New Amsterdam, in joint session, it 
is resolved to address the Noble Director Gen- 
eral and Counsellors, for their consideration, the 
following Memorial, to wit: That, for the bene- 
fit and accommodation of the public, at the 
earliest opportunity, a Weigh-house shall be or- 
dered, so that all Merchandize, without any [116] 





* JAN Vixae, son of Gulyan and Ariana [(Cuilye] Vinge, 
was the first white male born in the Colony ; step-son of Jan 
Jansen Damen; brother-in-law of Cornelis Van Tienhoven, 
Dirck Volkersen, and Abram Verplanck ; and, by profession, a 
Brewer. a 

He was beaten by Peter Segersen. in 1652, and the verdict of 
the Court was, ‘‘ well deserved the beating he got.” He wasa 
Schepen in 1655, 1656. 1661, 1663, and 1673; and a Great 
Burgher of the date of April, 1657. He lived in Smit’s Vly 
{Pearl street] near Maiden lane and in Smit-straat [William 
Street below Wall); waa twice married; and died, without 
ct issue, in 1691, aged about Seventy seven years.— 


+ Perer vAN Wercknoven was a Merchant and a resident 
of the city and a guardian of a minor. as late as 160; but we 
have no other information concerning him.—H. B. D. 

+ HaRMANUS HaRtooaH seems to have been a Trader; but, 
arent tite fact, we have Jearned nothing concerning him.— 


. § Convetis Metyn. Junror, probably a son of CoRNELIS 
Metyy. the Patroon of Staten Island.—H. B. D. 
| “LoocrMan’s nover, oN THE Strand” On the thirteenth 
of May, 1649, Teunia Nyssen sold this property, ‘‘ Eaat of the 
GreabHighway,” [Stone street] to Captain Govert Loccker- 
man ; but the exact locality is not known —H. B. D. 
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| enseptien, which shall be delivered here, shall 
‘be weighed by a person thereunto appointed ; 
‘and for all parcels so weighed which shall 
‘weigh more than Fifty pounds, there shall be 
aid One Penning per pound, to be paid by the 
bayer and seller equally, or as the parties shall 
have agreed * 
| Moreover, that on all Weights and Measures, 
|such as Ells, Schepels, Casks, Half-barrels and 
| Quarter-casks, and Cans, there shall be put a 
mark, according to the custom in Old Amster- 
dam.+ 
Moreover, that it is necessary that Orphan 
Masters be appointed, for which purpose, by a 
plurality of votes, are nominated, from the Col- 
'lege,t Paulus Leenderse van der Grist and Wil- 
helm Beeckman, and from the Burghers, Olof 
| Stevensen§ and Cornelis Steenwyck,|| to be ap- 


* This resolution was presented to the Director-general and 
| Council on the eivhteenth of February ; and the consideration 
| of it was postponed. Council Minutes, v., 101. On the twen- 
| ty-fourth, the Burgomasters and Schepens, as will be seen be 
| low, renewed their petition; and two days later. (February 

26th) the request was granted, as will be seen by the Order of 
the Director-gereral and Council, to that effect. Council 
Minutes, v., 103.—H. B. D. 

+ This request of the City Government was granted in the 
same Order which established the Weigh house last mentioned. 
—H.B D. 

t The joint body of Burgomasters and Schepens of the city, 
were thus called.—H. B. D. 

§ OLorr StevenseEN, from Courland, came to America, a sol- 
dier in the West India Company's service in 1637 ; and on the 
first of July, 1640 he was transferred to the Civil service, of 
the Company. and made one of its Storekeepers. In Septem- 
her, 1641, on his petition therefor, his salary was increased to 

| Thirty Guilders (#1z) per month ; and in 1643 it was again in- 
| ereased. He held this office until 1648, when he resigned and 
entered into private life. 

He was temporarily in the Colonial Council in 1645 during 
which year he was, also, one of the Fight Men of the City. In 

| 1649 and 1650 he was one of the Nine Ven of New Amsterdam, 
and Colonel of the Burgher Corps; in 1654. a Commissioner to 
| settle the boundary of New Gravesend. a Commissioner to su- 
| perintend the fortifving of New Amsterdam, and a Schepen 
of the latter; in 1655, he was a Burgomaster of the City. to 
which office he was also called in 1656, 1658, 1659, 1660, 
1662, and 1668: in 1657 he was an Orphan-master, and again 
in 166! ; in 1669, he waa again, temporarily, in the Colonial 
| Council ; in 1663, a Commissioner on Captain Scott’s claim to 
Long Island, and one to adjust the Boundary between New 
Netherland and Connecticut ; in 1664 one of the Commiasion- 
| ers to treat forthe surrender of New Netherland ta the En- 
| glish ; in 1666 1667, and 1671. an Alderman of New York. 
| He was a Merchant and Brewer, by profession; an oppo- 
nent of Kieft and Stuyvesant, in politics ; and an office bearer 
if the ancient Dutch church. 
| He was married to Anneken Louckermans, on the twenty- 
| sixth of February, 1642: by whom he had Stephanus, who 
| married Gertrude Schuyler; Marritje. who married Jeremias 
Van Rensselaer; Johannes, who died unmarried Sytje. who 
married Andrew Teller; Catharina, who married, first, John 
Dervall, and, second. Frederic Philipse;: Cornelia who mar- 
ried Barent Schuyler; and Jacoh. who married Eva Philinse. 
He resided on Brouwer street, [Stone street below Broad] — 
a portion of the Great Highway of the City—and died about 
1653 
He was the founder of the ancient and honorable familv of 
Van CovurtLannt, since so widely known in the annals of New 
York.—H. B. PD. 
| Connetts Van Staenwyck from Harlem, was a Merchant, 
residing and transacting business at the corner of Whiteliall 
and Bridge streets. 
He is first known on the records of the Colonvin 1651 ; in 1657 
he was made a Great Burgher; in 1658 and 1660 a Sehepen ; in 


} 
| 
| 
| 
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pointed by the Noble Director General and Coun- 
cillors.* 
Thus done and approved, in Session, Amster- 
dam, this 10th. Feb. 1653, at Fort Amsterdam. 
Arent Van Hatrem 
26 53 
Manrtin CRIGIER 
ALLARD ANTHONY 
PL VAN DER GRIST. 
Wiiu: BeeckMaNn 
Pieter WoLFERSEN 
MaxiMILians VAN GHEEL. 
Again Resolved, in the Session of the Burgo- 
masters and Schepens, to address the before men- 


tioned subjects to the Director General and the | 


Councillors, and to request a written answer 
thereto.t Passed, this 24th February, 1653, at 
the City Hall in New Netherland. 
[117] Arent Van Hatrrem 
26 53 
MARTIN CRIGER 
PL VAN DER GRIST 
Wiia. BeeckMAN 
PreTER WOLFERSEN 
MaxiiLians VAN GHEEL 
ALLARD ANTHONY 


[Original, not paged ; Translation, 117-121.] 
On Monday, the 17th February, 1653, in [ Fort 
Amsterdam] present. A. Van Hattem and Mar- 


tin Crigier, Burgomasters; Paulus Leenderse 
van der Griste, Allard Anthony, Willem Beeck- 
man, Pieter Wolfersen, and M. Van Gheel, 
Schepens, together with [Cornelis] Van Tienho- 
ven, Schout. 

Sysout CxiasEn,} Plaintiff, vs. Herman Smee- | 
MAN,§ Defendant. 


1661. 1662, and 1663, an Orphan Master; in 1662, 1664, and 


1665 a Burgomaster; iu 1664, a Provincia! Agent to Holland, | 


a Commissioner to settle the claim to Long Island of Captain 
John Scott, and one to treat for the surrender of the city to 


the English ; an Alderman of the city of New York, in 1665; a | 
Commissioner to treat for the surrender of the city to the | 


Dutch in 1673 ; and one, during the same year, to administer 
the oath of allegiance to the inhabitants of the Eastern towns 
f Long Island ; a member of the Colonial Conncil, iu 1673 and 
1674; an Assessor of the City, and a Commissioner to close the 
business of the West India Company. in New York, in 1674; 
and, in 1663, 1669, 1670, 1632, and 1683, he was the Mayor of 
the City. 

He was married to Margaretta de Riemers, on the eleventh 


of May. 1658, by whom he had Margaretta, Jacob, Jacob, 2d, | 


oe Cornelis, Cornelis, 2d, and Jacobus; and he died 
1 

Mrs. Steenwyck, his widow, subsequently married Domine 
Henry Selyns —H B. D. 

* On the twenty sixth of February, 1653, the Director gen 
eral and Council, in response to this resolution, made an Order 
that the Deacons, as Orphan Masters, shall have an eye to Wid 
ow and Orphans, and apply to the College, or tu the Director- 
general and Council, for the appointment of Curators, who are 
to be responsible to the Burgomasters.—Council Minutes, v. 
104 —H. B. D. 

t The reason for this second action on the subjects in ques- 
tion, will be seen in Note *, page 361, ante. —H. B. D. 

t Vide page 359, ante. 

§ Vide page 359, ante. 
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| The Plaintiff demands payment of his account, 
as he did last Court day, bringing his account 
book before the Court, as evidence. 

The Defendant admits that he has not paid for 

the Coffin. 

By The Burgomasters and Schepens, it is or- 
| dered that the Plaintiff shall bave given to him 
| until the next Court day to determine if he will 

make oath that the debt is honest and that he 
has not been paid therefor, in default of which he 
shall be debarred from his demand. 


[118] Henprick Eopertsen,* Plaintiff, vg, 
Henprick Gerritsen,t Defendant. 
The Defendant in default. 


CarsTEN CLAsEN,f Plaintiff, vs. Isprant Goer- 
HART,§ Defendant. 
The Defendant in default. 


Apsram Pianck,|} Plaintiff, os. Dirck Trvnt- 
SEN, Defendant. 

The Plaintiff states that he rented to the De- 
fendant, a certain piece of land for the One- 
fourth part of the produce; but he has received 
only the seventh part, and requests satisfaction 
for the remainder. He states, also, that the De- 
fendant had not delivered the One-fourth part of 
the Lime, according to verdict.** 

The Defendant acknowledges that he has hired 
the land, as stated, but he states that he has de- 
livered to the Plaintiff, the One-fourth part of 
the produce, and demands proof to the contrary. 
He states, also, that he has measured off for the 
Plaintiff, the One-fourth part of the Lime, ac- 
cording to the verdict.ft 

The parties having been heard, it is ordered 


* Henpaick EGpertsen purchase! property, in Augus', 
1649, from Abraham Pietersen, ‘* North-east of the bastion of 
* Fort Amsterdam.” 

Beyond this fact, and the additional one that he was a 
widower, we have found nothing c ncerning him, —H. B. D. 

t Vide page 360, ante. 

t Carsten CLABSEN, probably intended for Claesen Carsten, 
a Norman, an early resident of New Amsterdam who was 
married to Hille‘je Hendricks, on the fifteenth of April, 1646, 
—H. B. D. 

6 Isprant DigcksEeN GoeTuant was evidently a Trader, 
but nothing more is kaown concerning him.~H. B. D. 

| Vide page 359. ante. 

J Vide page 359. ante. . 

** This was an old grievance revived before a new tribunal, 

On the fifteenth of April, 1652, Planck had instituted pro- 
| ceedings against Teunisen, in the Court of the Niue Meo of 
New Amsterdam, claiming that the latter had axyreed to culti- 
vate some ground and vive to the former ()ne fourth of the 
produce : that, instead of doing so, he hid been occupied in 
burning lime on the premises, without authority. The Court 
had decided that, under the agreement. Planck was entitled to 
One-fourth of the jime, and authorized him to take Uhat portion 
as his share. Council Minutes, v., 41. cit 

In the suit before the Burgomasters and Schepens, which is 
referred to in the text, for his portion of the crop of the suc- 
| ceeding year, Planck refers, in this place, to the verdict of the 

Court of Nine Men, iu 1652; and our readers will perceive the 
precision of the Municipal Judiciary, in its decision in the case. 
—H B.D. : 3 : 

tt The verdict of the Nine Men having ‘* authorized’ Planek 
“to take away the fourth part of the lime as his shage the 
Defendant’s piea seems tu have been a good one.—H. B. D. 
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that they respectively appear, on the next Court- 
day, to prove their respective allegations. 


Jacop Kip,* Plaintiff, vs. Wenprick Ixen- 
pricKsEN,t Defendant. 

(119) The Plaintiff demands payment of Ten 
bushels of Barley, or Thirty Guilders, complain- 
ing, also of the delay. 

The Defendant admits the debt of Thirty Guil- 
ders. 

It is ordered that he satisfy the Plaintiff with- 
in Fourteen days. 


Jan Peeck,t Plaintiff, os. Jan Gerritsen, 
Defendant. 

The Plaintiff demands the payment of G. 48.18 
for his services in burying one, Jeuris Bronck,§ 
a soldier, who had been shot dead, for which 
services the Plaintiff had made himself responsi- 
ble. 

The Defendant admits that he was present at 
the time when the costs were incurred; but he 
contends that since he is not an heir nor has 
been benefitted by the Deceased, he cannot be 
obligated to pay for his burial. 

The parties having been heard, it is the opin- 
ion of the Burgomasters and Schepens that the 
Defendant is not obliged to pay the claim, but 
the Plaintiff must seek his payment out of the 
effects left by the Deceased or the wages which 


were due to him from their High Mightinesses 
the Company. 


Joost Gopertis,§ Plaintiff, vs. PreteR Wenck- 
Hoven,** Defendant. 
The Defendant in default. 


Joost Gopents, Plaintiff, vs. Guyspert VER- 
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pDoNCK,* Jan Viner,} Harman Larrooen,f and 
Antuony Harpensuren,$ each, personally, a 
Defendant. 

The Plaintiff requests that the Defendants 
shall be inter|120}rogated, as the Court shall 
please, on the points submitted by him; which 
was done under the direction of the College, 
each person being examined in the absence of 
the others. 

JOHANNES 1’ PEYsTER,|| 
Ga.pyn,J Defendant, 

The Plaintiff demands the restitution of the 
purchase-money paid by him to the Defendant 
for a Barrel of Mackerel, which the Plaintiff 
says he did not see till Seven or Eight days after 
the purchase in the Barque of the Defendant; 
and after he had received it he found it, from 
the middle downward, to have been spoiled. He 
offered to return the Mackerel. 

The Defendant replies that the Plaintiff came 
on board to buy Mackerel; and that a Barrel 
having been opened and set op an end, he told 
the Plaintiff that he might now examine the 
Mackere] and take it if it suited him, or leave 
it—all of which the Plaintiff acknowledges to 
have taken place. 

The Burgomasters and the Schepens having 
heard the Prosecution and the Defence; and, 
furthermore, having paid strict attention tv what 
has been said by the respective parties, they do 
order that Jan d’Peyster shall pay to the Defend- 
aut what he yet owes on the Mackerel, because, 
after the Barrel of Mackerel had been opened, 
he could have examined as deep as he had a 
mind to, and he had purchased and received it. 

With respect to the claim for Damages sus- 


Plaintiff, vs. Paimip 


| tained by Defendant in being cited to appear 


* Jacon Kip, previously a Clerk in the Secretary’s office and 
Deputy Clerk of the Province, was appointed Clerk to the Bur 
gomasters and Schepens on the organization of the Municipa! 
Government, which post he filled until June, 1657, In No- 
vember, 1655, he was appointed Vendue Master to the Court 
of Orphan Masters; in 1659, 1662, 1668, 1665, 1673, and 1674 
he was a Schepen of the City. 

He was married to Maria de la Montagnie, on the fourteenth 
of February, 1654; had Johannes, Jacobus, Abraham, Jesse. 
ane, Maryken, Hendrick, Senjamin, and Salomon.—H., B 


t Vide page 360, ante. 

tJan Peeck, a tavern keeper, was a Small Burgher o* 
Apri! 1657 ; and go well versed in the English language that, 
in 1656, he was appointed ‘‘ Bruker to the merchants of New 
“ Amsterdam,” 

He married Maria de Trvix, widow of -—— Volchers, on the 
twentieth of February 165°, and had Anna. Johannes Jaco 
bus Maria, Johannes, 2d Gysbert. Maria, 2d, and Anna, 2d. 

In January, 1664 his wife was fined Five hundred Guilders 
Bi teniched from the City for selling liquor to the Indians.— 

. B.D, 

§ Vide p»ge 360. ante. 

i Jevris Broncx. We donot know, positively, to whom 
the text refers ; although a soldier named Jocob Bookherst 
was accidentally shot by a “free booter.” a short ‘time before 
this trial, (Council Minutes, v.. 64.) and it is possible that 
that may be the case which is here referred to.—H. B. D. 

{ Vide page 360. ante, 

** Vide page 361, ante, 





before the Court, the Be>zomasters and the [121] 
Schepens declare such claim to be frivolous, since 
the Plaintiff has proved by witnesses that he has 
satisfied the Defendant therefor; and the claim 


is, therefore, disallowed. 


* Of this person we have no information, beyond his actual 
residence in New Amsterdam.—H, B. D. 

t Vide page 361, ante. 

t Ibid. 

§ Of this person we have no information whatever.—H. B. 
dD. 

| JOHANNES D'PEYSTER, the founder of the fumily of that 
name in America, was a merchant residing and doing business 
in Winckel-straat, now closed, and in the Heer Graft [Broad 
street) near what is now Sonth William street. 

He was a Schepen ip 1¢55, 1/57, 1€58. and 1662; Orphan 
Master in 1659 and 1660; Alderman in 1666, 1667, and 1669; 
Burgomaster in 1673; Alderman in 1673, 1676; and Deputy 
Mayor in 1677. 

He was married to Cornelia Lubbertse, on the seventeenth of 
December, 1650, by whom he had Johannes, Johannes, 2d., 
Abraham, Maria, Isaac, Jacob, Johannes, 3d., Cornelis, and 
Cornelia ; and died about 1686 —H. B. D. 

9 Putte Gatpyy, evidently a Skipper does not appear to 
have been a resident of New Amsterdam; and we have been 
unable to learn anything concerning him, except what appears 
in the text.—H, B. D. 
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C. Van TrENHOVEN,* as Schout, Plaintiff, os. 
Srorre.t Exsers,} Defendant. 

The Plaintiff complains that the Defendant 
had compelled Adam Roelantse,t Timber-hewer, 
to go without the Fort respecting the hewing of 
his timber in the Church. 

The Defendant denies that he forced Adam 
Roelantse to leave the Fort, or that he has 
whipped him. 

The parties having been heard, the Burgo- 


masters and Schepens decide that Stoffel Elsers | 


shall be provisionally saved from being whipped, 
on condition that he.shall obligate himself to be 
ready at all times whenever he shall be cited in 
the premises. 


By the Noble Burgomasters and Schepens, 
Paulus Leenderse Van der Grist and Wilhelm: 
Beeckman are appointed Commissioners to ex- 
amine the witnesses of Joost Goderis and those 
in the case of Stoffel Elsers, on the complaint of 
the Schout ; and to report their opinions respect- 
ing the same. 


VII.—BOOKS. 


1—RecENT PUBLICATIONS. 


1.—A Sermon preached at Boston in New England »pan 
a Fast day the vvjth of January, 1636. By Mr. John Wheele 
wright. From Mannscripts in the possession of the Massachu 
setts Historical Society. first published in Tor Arstortcar 
MaGaztne. for April, 1867. Morrisania, N. Y.: 1£67. Octavo, 
pp. viii., 28. 


Our readers will not fail to remember the 
pleasure with which we published, in a recent 
number of Toe Historica MAGAZINE, this 
widely-celebrated but carefully withheld State- 
paper of the Massachusetts Colony ; and some of 
them will not fail to remember the strenuous 


* CoRNELIS VAN TIEVHOVEN, the Schout. was an employee of 
the West India Company from an early date. having been 
from 1613—1647. its Bookkeeper ; from 1634—1649 Provincial 
Secretary ; in 1°57, a City Surveyor ; and in 1649, its Receiver- 
General Tn the latter year he was sent to Hollard asa Provin- 
cial Agent of the Colonial Government; in 1651. in the same 
capacity. ta Rhode Tsland ; and in 1656 to Virginia. From 1652 
until 1656 he was the Schout Fiscaa! of the Colony—Sheriff and 
District Attorney—in 1658, he was a Commissioner to settle the 
affairs of the South River Colony and one to settle a dispute 
with Rensselaerswyck ; in 1655, he was one to adjust differ- 
ences with the towns on the East end of Long Island; and in 
1656. one te reduce West Chester and one to settle the boundary 
of the town of Gravesend. F 

He married Rachel Vinge, a step-daughter of Jan Janeen 
Damen; lived on Smit’s Vly (Pearl Street] above Maiden 
lane; and having heen dismissed from office, in disgrace, he 
committed suicide in 1656 

He was an unprincipled man, of bad habits, and exceedingly 
unpopuilar.—H. B. D. 

+ Srorret Erswaert. a boat-builder residing on Smit's Vly 
(Pearl, abone Wall street).—H. B. D. 

t Apam Rortentsen, Timber-hewer, probably the perron 
of that name who with his son, worked his passage from Hol- 
land on the ship St. Jacob, Captain Haye Jansen, in the fall 
of 1646. —H. B. D. . 
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| efforts which were put forth to prevent us from 
| doing so, and the severe contest which it cost. 
It is one of our most cherished trophies ; and we 
| have looked at it with pride, as we have received, 
one after another, letters of congratulation from 
every part of the country ; and among these, none 
have been read with more pleasure than those 
received from some of the most respected of our 
fellow-meinbers of the Massachusetts Historical 
| Society, the custodian of the manuscripts from 
which our copy was taken. 

As it has been widely circulated and as widely 
commented on, we have only to record the issue 
of the work in this form; and to remark that 
the edition numbered One hundred and fifty 
copies, of which Fifty were on tinted, laid paper. 


2.—Bancroft's Letter to the Editors of the North Ameri 
can Review. Sine loco, sine anno. Octavo, pp. 12. 


The January number of the Review contained 
a notice of Professor Greene’s pamphlet defenco 
of his grandfather ; and Mr. Bancroft was of- 
| fended at the terms employed in that notice, con- 
‘cerning himself and his History of the United 
States. With very questionable judgment he 
addressed a letter to the Editors, charging them 
with “injustice to the character of Washington 
“and to historic truth,” as well as to himself: 
and he followed that charge with slurs on Messrs. 
Lowell and Norton, by comparing their intelli- 
gence with that of Doctor Sparks, their Editorial 
predecessor, and by telling them “if he were 
|*still living, and still editor of the Review, he 
“should not now be put on the defence”—as if 
the information possessed by the Editors of The 
North American Review has anything to do with 
the historian’s want of knowledge concerning the 
subject on which he wrote, or with his want of 
ability either to properly understand the mate- 
rial, on military subjects, which he possesses or 
properly use it. 
The truth is, Mr. Bancroft’s forte is not in 
Military history ; and when Mr. Bancroft shall 
be honest enough to tell the truth on that sub 
ject, he will tell openly how anxious he was to 
secure the unpublished results of the protracted 
labors, on the very subject of his controversy 
with Professor Greene and the Editors of the 
| Review, of one of his professional brethren who 
| is less widely known than himself, and that he 
| failed only because of his habitual practice of ap- 
propriating to his own use whatever he can ob- 
tain from others, without recognizing, even by 
| insinuation, the source of his information, when 
| his informant does not wear a title nor hold an 
|important public office. He will remember, also, 
‘that on this very subject he possessed informa- 
| tion from sources which he recognized as trust 


worthy in his treatment of Colonel Reed—al- 
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though they were far less so in that than in this | reasons which led to the original occupation of 
since that was hearsay and this direct testimony | Washington Heights, nor of the causes which 


—yet he has suppressed tt when treating of Gen- 
eral Greene, Witbout telling a reason for that sup- 
pression, or even hinting ot the existence of the 
unemployed material. 

The consequence of all this is, either Mr. Ban- 
croft did not sufficiently understand his subject 
to tell such a story concerning General Greene’s 
military character as a first cluss historian should 
have written, or he déd fully understand it, but 
was prevented by his prejudives, or associations, 
or his party, from telling the entire truth con- 
cerning it. In short, he was either ignorant or 
professionally dishonest; aud whichever of the 
two he accepts, it will be equally unfortunate 
for his reputation. 

Concerning Fort Washington we have the ad- 
ditional information that the historian “ studied 
“the subject most carefully,’ aud as evidence of 
it he tells us that he has beon “upon Fort W ash- 
“ington and the adjaceut ground, on foot and on 
“horseback, alone and in company with the 


“well-informed, times without number.” As | 


the Aistorian is thus speaking it would have 
been well had he told the Editors of Zhe North 
American Review, WHEN he was “upon Fort 


“Washington” and with whom, since “ Fort | 


“Washington” has not existed since Mr. Ban- 


croft has been engaged on his History, and Rich- | 
ard F. Carman, the Carpenter, and James Cer- | 
don Beunett, the Editor, who have successively | 


lived on the spot where Fort Washington once 


swod, have been more widely celebrated for a | 
knowledge of their own affairs than for their | 


knowledge of either Military science or Ameri- 
cau history. Mr. Bancrott has visited other 
Battle-fields besides the site of Fort Washington 
—one vt them was the scene of the Battle ot 


White Plains, in sight of which we then lived— | 


bat he has generally been more willing to enjoy 
the hospitality of some well-to-do gentleman in 
the vicinity than to seek the information which 


could have been given to him by those, in more | 


humble walks ot life, concerning the professed 
objects of these excursions. 


| diminished its importance in one respect and in 
| creased it in another; and we are consequently 
left in entire ignorauce, so far as Mr. buncrott 
is concerned, of the true import of General 
Greene’s obstinate pussessivn ot the post, of Gen- 
eral Washington’s subsequent failure to change 
the policy of its Commander, and of the éucreused 
| confidence in Greene which the Cummander-in- 
chief subsequently displayed, notwithstanding 
what Mr. Bancrott is pleased to consider @ radi- 
cal fault, or indiscretiun in the turmer. Lludeed, 
Mr. Baucrott prints in this very pamphlet the 
| contemporary evidence of Generai Greene’s su- 
| perior wisdom in continuing the occupativn of 
Fort Washington in vppositiun tv General Wash- 
ington’s wishes, without seeming tv know that 
he has done so; aud he follows that most em- 
phatic testimony of one of the best informed and 
popular men ot that day—one George Washing- 
tou—with some collments of his vwn which 
have entirely reversed the record, aud made the 
General throw the responsibility of the loss of 


| the Fort on a disobedience of orders by Greene, 
while no such censure was ever casi, even by 
implication. 

‘he pamphlet closes with a review of General 


Greene’s cureer a8 Quarter-muster-general, in 
which we have the best evidence uf vur estimate 
ot Mr. Bancroft’s abilities as ua historian ot civil 
matters as compared with thuse which relate 
purely to military movements in the field. He 
is capable in the furmer while be is wholly at 
fault in the latter; aud in the instance b-fore us, 
'he has used his power, as @ narrator of civil 
affairs and those which possess a civil character, 
to the best possible advantage, aud uot without 
great disadvantage tu General Greene’s character 
us a man. 

‘raken as a whole, this travt must be regarded, 
historically, as a very impurtant vne; and as it 
| seems to have been printed for private distribu- 
tion, by its Author, it must be regarded, bib- 
liographically, as not less important. 


He may have trotted, or even walked, up to 


Fort Washington “times without number ”— | 


Which is very questionable—but he could have 
served the cause of History better, concerning 
the siege of that post, had he taken three maps 
Which are in existence and accessible to every 
one who knows where to look for them, and sat 
down with them and with the material which is 
in his own library, and studied their teaching as 
closely as he has studied the effect of a late seat 
at the opera, or that of his last “oration” on 
his chances of preferment by his already over- 
burdened country. As it is, Mr. Bancrott, either 
willfully or ignorantly, tells us nothing of the 


3.—Vorrespondence and Remarks upon Bancroft's History 
| Of the Northern Campaign of 1777, and the Character of 
| Major Gen, Philip Schuyler. By Geosge L. Schuyler. New 
| York: D. G, Francis, 1807. Octavo, pp. 47. 


Mr. Bancroft seems to have taken the place of 
| the Prophet in the valley by whose words the 
| dry bones of past generations were shaken and 
| new men, freshly turmed by the Almighty, were 
suddenly called into being. 
| Greene, and Sullivan, and Reed, have been vin- 
dicated by their living representatives, known as 
historical writers, from the censures of “the 
|“ great historian ;” and the world of History and 
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that of Letters have been appealed to, on either 
side, to determine the merits of the respective 
. disputants. Suddenly, uninvited and unher- 
alded, Mr. George L. Schuyler, who has been 
more widely known heretofore as a great man 
among the railroads of the country than as a 
critic or historian, ran on a switch, blew off his 
steam, exchanged the working-bar for a pen, the 
time-table for a historical manuscript, and joined 
in the contest; for he, too, had a grandfather 
whose merits had been unjustly depreciated by 
“the great historian,” and he, too, had personal 
grievances to be avenged. 

General Schuyler needs no protection from us, 


as he needed none from his grandson ; siuce, with | 


one or two exceptions, there was no one, among the 
soldiers of America, whose record is as honor- 
able as his. The greatest wrong under which 
his memory suffers is the wrong committed by 
Mr. Schuyler himself, in doing what others have 
done with similar results—he neither uses them 
himself nor allows others to do so for him, the 
fine collection of manuscripts concerning General 
Schuyler which were rescued from destruction by 
his lumented wife, a few years before her death ; 
and he leaves scholars to grope in darkness and 
uncertainty, and, sometimes, to arrive at wrong 
conclusions concerning the good old General, 
when he might have conclusively established the 
entire truth ot the matter, years ago, and de- 
prived Mr. Bancroft of the opportunity to belittle 
his ancestor, which he has thus been permitted 
to enjoy, by a more judicious and liberal policy. 
Indeed, we very well remember the disagreeable 
result of a respectful application for a slight ex- 
amination of a very small portion of.thove man- 
uscripts, bearing only on one specific subject, 
which was made by a respectable working stu- 
dent, through Mr. Schuyler’s father-in-law, a 
few years since, when a paper was in preparation 
for the Historical Society of Vermont: and while 
we heartily sympathize with every one who con- 
dewns the sectional outrages from which General 
Schuyler suffered so much while living, we can- 
not extend that sympathy to his grandson, in his, 


nor in the anxiety to which, it 1s very evident, | 
this pamphlet owes it origin, which we should | 


do but for that recollection. 

Considered in itself, Mr. Bancroft has dis- 
played in his treatment of General Schuyler the 
same want of fidelity to the truth, if not the same 
ignorance of the great subject of his narrative, 
that he has shown in other parts of his work, 
concerning other military men of the Revolu- 
tion. 

General Schuyler was a New Yorker, of Dutch 
descent, a Soldier of tried abilities, a Federalist 
Statesman of great experience, a patriot without 
astain: Mr. Bancroft is a New Englander, in- 
capable of understanding the first principles of 
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military science, a politician of the dirtiest Dem. 
ocratic school—that which looks more to the 
offices and the spoils than the principles—and of 
questionable judgment as a historian. Why, then, 
need there be any surprise that Mr. Bancroft has 
done injustice to the character of the General ? 
Why should he be expected to portray the ser- 
vices of the General with any degree of fidelity, 
when New England was in the Cabal, in 1777, 
and there was nothing accessible from which 
Mr. Bancroft could take his cue, had he been 
disposed to convey to his readers a fair estimate 
of the General’s military services? As Mr. Ban- 
croft has now published his story, and cannot 
steal from his neighbors without giving credit, 
unless at the risk of immediate detection, it is 
within our knowledge that more than one 
coveted historical study which has been with- 
held from the public on that account, will see 
day-light at an early day; and we earnestly 
hope that a more liberal policy on Mr. Schuy- 
ler’s part, concerning the Schuyler Manuscripts, 
will induce the working-men of the profession 
to turn their attention to the minor details of 
the Northern Campaigns of the Revolution and 
to the unsurpassed merits, both as a Soldier and 
a Statesman, of his grandfather. 

The edition of this volume numbered Two hun- 
dred copies; and it was mostly used for pres- 
ents. 


4.—Memoir of Jared Sparks, LL.D. By Brantz Mayer, 
President of the Maryland Historical Society, prepared at the 
request of the Society, and read before its Annual Meeting, on 
rhursday evening, February 7, 1867. anno. 
Uctavo, pp. 36. 


Sine loco, sine 


We are indebted to our respected friend, the 
author, for a copy of this tract; and as it is de- 
voted toa recital of the life, and services, and 
character, of another near and dear personal 
friend, it is peculiarly welcome. 

It is well-written, truthful, and as complete as 
such a production can be; and it is peculiarly 
appropriate as a memorial of the departed his- 
torian from the city of his early ministry and the 
home of many of his earliest friends. 

It is illustrated with a portrait of Doctor 
Sparks at the age of forty, and was neatly 
printed for the Society, by John Murphy. 


5.—Letter to Abraham Lincoln. 
tor of ** The World.” New York: 
Uctavo, pp. 25 


By Manton Marble, Edi- 
Privately printed, 1867. 


In May, 1864, as our readers will remember, 
The World, Journal of Commerce, and other pa- 
pers in New York were imposed on by Joseph 
Howard, Jr., with what purported to be a Pro- 
clamation by the President ordering a draft for 
four hundred thousand men, which, subsequently, 
was ascertained to be a forgery, but not before 
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the two papers referred to had printed it in their 
regular issues. 

‘They will remember, also, that notwithstand- 
ing the Publishers and Editors of the papers in 

uestion immediately suppressed the publication 
of the forgery,as far as was possible, and circu- 
lated, far and near, notices of the forgery, Mr. 
lincoln issued orders for the summary arrest 
and incarceration in Fort Lafayette of the Edi- 
tors of both papers and the entire suppression 
of the papers themselves; that the arrest and 
imprisonment of Mr. Marble and Mr. Prime was | 
only prevented by the earnest representations of 
General Dix, who commanded in the city; and 
that the offices of both papers were seized by the 
military authorities of the Republic, in open vio- 
jation of the Constitution ; and that both were, 
for several days, entirely suppressed. 

On the day on which the establishments were 
tossed back into the hands of their proprietors, 
Mr. Marble, the Editor of Ze Worid, publicly 
addressed a letter to the President, in which he 
recited the facts, in all their details, and asserted 
the Rights of Property, of Person and of the | 
Press, which are the birthright of every freeman, 
with great clearness and precision and with 
unusual boldness. ‘That letter, we well remem- 
ber, made a deep impression on the thinking 
part of the community; and its clear, ringing 
notes carried alarm into the conclaves of the un- 
principled violators of the written law who then 
swarmed over the country. 

Three gentlemen of New York, two of them 
Republicans, and all personally unknown to Mr. 
Marble, have re-printed this letter in the most| 
sumptuous style, for private circulation: and we 
are glad to see it thus rescued from the fate of a 
transient editorial leader. 

The edition numbered ninety-nine copies, and 
was printed at the Bradstreet Press. 


6.—The Game of Euchre compared to a Game of Life 
New York : Privately printed, 1807, Uctavo, pp. 2, unpaged 


and 10, 
Although this is not historical, we consider it 

avery interesting specimen of privately-printed 

book-mmaking, and notice it accordingly. 

It is composed of three separate pieces of po- 
etry—“ The Game of Life—a homily,” by J. G. 
Saxe ; “A homily on a homily,” by Douglas A. 
levein; and “ A homily on *A homily on a 
“*homily’,” by G. W. Pettes—on the game of 
Euchre as representing the game of Life. 

We know nothing about the former game, and 


| Mr. 





the technical terms which abound in these hom- 


It was privately-printed for Mr. William J. 
Slingerland, of New York ; and the edition num- 
bered fifty copies, thirty-eight of which were 
printed op white paper, and twelve copies on 
laid tinted paper, the latter on one side only. 

7.—Sketch of Henry Hudson, the Navigator. 
M Asher, of Heidelberg. Brooklyn: 
Wistribution, 1667. Octavo, pp. 23. 

In this neatly printed tract our friend, Mr. 
George Hannah, the popular Librarian of the 
Long Island Historical Society, has issued what 
is designed as a specimen of a series of historical 
tracts which he proposes to issue from time to 
time, for private circulation and exchange. 

‘he particular work before us is very well 
adapted tur the initial number of such a series, 
since it is well written, instructive, and locally 
interesting ; although we imagine General Read 
has taken possession of Hudson, and will hereaf- 


By Dr. G. 
Keprinted for Private 


| ter leave nothing in doubt concerning him. 


‘rhe edition numbered about a hundred copies. 


8.—William B. Reed, of Chesnut Hill, Philadelphia. 
pert in the art of exhumation of the dead. 
che Londen edition, 1907, Uctavo, pp. 15. 


Ex- 
Keprinted from 


Another privately-printed tract resulting from 
Bancrott’s attack on President Reed of 
Pennsylvania, and Mr. William B. Reed’s Vindi- 
cation of his grandfather, is here presented. 

Our readers have already learned our opinions 
concerning both Mr. Bancrott’s and Mr. Reed’s 
volumes, and we can very soun give our opinion 
concerning Mr. Kush’s—whether Mr. Keed’s 
statements are true or false, Mr. Rush’s are not 
calculated to disturb them, very seriously; and 
if we do not mistake, it has not disturbed them 
at all. 


9.—Rapport sur les dcuxr ouvrages de Bibliographie Amer- 
ecaine de M. Henri Harrisse, Avocat. rar M. Kroest Des- 
jardins lu sa Séance de ia Commission Centrale, de is Janvier, 
i067, Extran du Bulietin de la Société de Geographic. 
aris ; 1567, Uctavo, pp. 20. 

This is a very thorough and very minute Re- 
porton the merits of the two works by Mr. Har- 
risse, Which our readers know so well; and it 
endorses, with all the enthusiasm of the French, 
every claiin which bas been made for Mr. Har- 
risse or by him. Indeed, it goes so far as to in- 
sist that these are the first-truits of American 
book-making which possess any intrinsic merits, 
either literary or typographical ; and even this 
praise is qualified by. the repeated assurance that 
their author is a Frenchwan. 

Concerning the typography of these works, the 
Reporter is less enthusiastic, and he seems in- 


ilies are, consequently, entirely unintelligible ; | clined to throw on the printer some of the faults 
yet we can see euough to satisfy us that to per-! which really belong to the Author and Proof- 


sons who do understand it, this must be a very | 


entertaining tract. 


reader, Mr. Harrisse himself—how correctly our 


| readers can judge. 





10.—Pudlications of the Narragansett C.ub. First Series 
Volume ii, a ruvideuce, R.i.: lous. Quarty, pp. 4 (unpaged,) 
240, 30. 

In this very handsome volume, the Club has 
sent to its members John Cotton’s Answer to 


Lioger Williams, edited by Professor Diman of 


Brown University, aud Roger Williams’s Queries 
of highest consideration, edited by Mr. Guild, 
Librarian of Brown University. 


HISTORICAL MAGAZINE. 


The first of these, as an histurical authority | 


concerning the differeuves between Mr. Williams | 


aud the rulers of the Bay Colony, possesses great 


interest; und Mr. Dimau has euited it with care | 


and guvod judgment. 
printed from the only known copy, that im the 
British Museum; and Mr. Guild bas intruduced 
it with an elaborate Preface, which seems to 


adapted to secure a correct understanding of the 
otherwise uncertain Queries. 

This Club is duing a good work for the cause 
of our Colonial Hiswry and we sincerely hope 
it will be sustained by a Jiberal support. 


1l.—Records of the New York Stage, from 1750 to isvi- 
By Joseph N. ireland. in iwe volumes. Volume il, New 
York: ‘1. H. Morrell, lov7. Uctavy and quarto, pp. 2, (uu- 
paged,) 740, 


In our February number we noticed the first 


volume of this work and called the attention ot | 


our readers to the vast amount of labver which 
had been expended on it by its industrious Author 
and to its mupurtance ws a work of relerence 
concerning the American Stage, especially that 
of New York. itis now our agreeable duty to 


announce the culmpletion of the work; and ww | 
express, a8 we du, our enuire salistacuun with | 


the manner in Which the Author has occupied 
the space which was appropriated for the uuder- 
taking. : 

here has been no waste of room in useless 


dissertations, no bestowal of unnecessary labor | 


on merely oruamental flourishes, no uigyaru 
economy vf either labor vr space, when the 
“ Record” required them. It is, im every respect, 
a credit to the industry and judgment of its 
Author; and it the Publisher bad seen fit to give 
his subscribers a better quality of paper, there 


would have been little lett undone wuich should | 


have been done. 
he edition numbered two hundred and sixty 


copies, of which sixty are quartos and two huu- 
dred octavos. 


12.—Oficial Documents, Addresses, Etc., of George Opdyke 
Mayor vf the City of New York, during the years 1002 and 
1863) New York: Hurd and Huuglitun, 1007, Uctavo, pp. 
xi., 368, 


This volume, from the Riverside Press, con- 
tains the record of Mr. Opdyke’s services as 


The second has been| “. 7; er 
: | of Governmental Science. 
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Mayor of New York, during two of the most 
eventful years of its history. It was prepared 
and printed chiefly for private distribution umong 
the triends of its Author, in urder that they might 
be enabled to determine from authentic data how 
faithfully be had discharged the duties of the 
trust which had been confided to him; and nei- 
ther the Author nor his triends have any reason 
to be ashamed of its teachings. 5 

Mr. Opdyke is a Merchant, an intelligent 
Merchant, one who tinds time to follow the bent 
of his inclination in looking for himself into 
the Literature of Commerce and the Literature 
lle was, therefore, 
well fitted by his acquirements, and habits, and 
daily business associations, to represent a Vom. 


; : ; : |} mercial City; and, notwithstanding, because of 
have Leen carefully written and is evidently well | ;. ys oo standing, because of 
: | his party assuciatious, he was not a representa 


tive man of the wembers of the Corporation 
over which he presided, he discharged the re. 


| sponsible duties vf his office with honor to hin. 


self and to the City. ‘he volume betoure us is, 


| thereture, such a memorial as retiects credit, both 
| on the Author and on the community of which 


he is a member. 

The papers of which this volume is composed 
have been arranged chronologically ; and a good 
analytical Table of Contents enables the reader 
to find any desired paper without unnecessary 
labor. 


13.—New York in the Nineteenth Century. A Discourse 
delivered befure the New York Historical Suciery, on ils sixty- 
second Auuiversary, Nuvember 20, idsv6, by Kev. Samuel 
Usguud, D.V.  Pubished by urder of the Excecuave Committee, 
New York. Piinted fur the sucie y, 1867. Uctave, pp. 127. 


We have been most agreeably disappointed in 
this interesting volume. We knew its Author 
had desired w du justice to his subject, that he 


| ad diligently suught intormation in varivus 


quarters, that he hau endeavored to speak favor- 
ably of the community in which be hus lived and 
been honored during w longer period than in any 
other, but we kuew, alsv, tuat ue is a New Eng- 
lander by birth, a Massachusetts man by educa- 
tion, a Puritun in everything but extreme intol- 
erauce; and we expected that the sume causes in 
him would haye produced the same results which 
they have produced in vthers of the same class. 
We are really glad to find, however, that there 
is, in this case, un exception tu the general rule; 
aud that one Massachusetts muu exists who eats 
the bread which New York supplies and enjoys 
the hunurs which she treely vestouws, without 
insulting her and without ringing in her ears 
how iwuch she is favored by his company aud by 
the honor vf his readiness tu: enjoy ull ner hos- 
pitality, to tell her of the superivrity of /é 
family, aud to become her ruler. We would 
that four others would show themselves, in order 





1867.) 


that the righteousness of the five might save the 
modern Sodom from the annihilation to which 
the Omnipotent, and Omnipresent, and Immacu- 
late New England, of modern times, has assumed 
to sentence it. 

In his reference to the Dutch, and in his com- 
arison of their polity, habits, and ruling spirit 
with those of the Puritans, Doctor Osgood hasdone 
nobly because he has done justly, even at the ex- 
pense of his New English ancestry. So, too, of the 
progress of Revolution in New York, “ the Eng- 
“lish Toryism” of Jay and his associates who de- 
fied the popular sentiment in their persistent resist- 
ance of Independence, and the stern republican- 
ism—* jealousy of centralized power,” he calls 
it-which prompted George Clinton and his as- 
sociates to oppose the ratification of the proposed 
Constitution, the Doctor spoke nobly because he 
spoke fearlessly and truly. He dared, also, to 
condemn the Federalists for what he called “ their 
“distrust of the people ;” and he did not hesitate 
to “join the names of the old Democrats, Chan- 
“cellor Livingston aod George Clinton, to those 
“of their great Federal antagonists, Hamilton 
“and Jay, in his record of the architects of lib- 
“erty in New York city.” 

He has carefully portrayed New York, in 1801, 
and contrasted it with New York, in 1866; but 
he speaks of the time when Three or Four thou- 
sand dollars would pay for a house, and flour 
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| had nothing to say on the subject referred to, and 
| gave no such “ CONSENT” as he has referred to. 
| He has not seen, also, that Jay strenuously urged, 
| and dishonorably attempted to establish, through 
| that very Constitution, the very opposite of the 
“religious liberty” of which he speaks; and 
| that, until 1822, “ the mass” of whom he speaks 
|was not politically recognized and- not until 
| 1846 were “the aristocratic” institutions of ap- 
| pointing powers wiped out by the tide of truly 
| Republican ideas—now, it may be, to be revived 
through the sitting Convention of 1867. “ ‘The 
| People,” in 1801, was composed of the “ aris- 
“tocratic” minority: in 1867, it is composed of 
| the aggregate of the adult male population, and 
“the major will” is the supreme Jaw: in 1870, 
it is not improbable, it will consist of the poli- 
ticians only, when the major purse will be the 
sovereign power. 

In his review of the New York of to-day, 
Doctor Osgood is thorough and remarkably 
precise—indeed, we know no picture of the great 

|metropolis which will compare with his. We 
cannot pretend to follow him, however, in all 
the details which he has exhibited and so amply 
sustained; and we must content ourself with 
urging our readers to examine it for themselves. ° 

The volume is very neatly printed, and is 
|creditable, as a specimen of book-making, to 
| John F. Trow & Co., who printed it. 


was Four and Five dollars*a barrel, and beef | 


Tencents a pound, as if that time existed only 
in 1801, although we remember very well, many 
years later, when the same prices ruled and 
when a respectable working-man’s family of Six 


persons was respectably fed, and clothed, and | 


“brought up,” on Fifteen dollars per month, be- 
sides house rent, and that in the city of New 
York; but we remember, at the same time, that 


there was then no “ glory” to be paid for; and a,| 
hundred and fifty millions of dollars per annum | 


were not then required to support our Republican 
army, during a period of perfect peace. 


He recognizes Madison’s superiority in the | 


Constitutional Convention, and Hamiltan’s, Jay’s, 
and Morris’s inferiority among those to whom 


the State and the Republic are indebted for “ the | 


“development of the power of the State and the 
“City” of New York. He sees more practical 
common sense in “the New York mind,’ than 
speculative philosophy. He sees, or supposes 
he sees, in the State Constitution of 1777 an evi- 
dence of “the power of Jay and his associates 
1 over the mass, who were far more radical than 
“he, and who consented to restricted suffrage 
wad the aristocratic Councils of Appointment 
wand Revision as keeping them within the safe 
old paths, whilst they rejoiced in the untram- 
“meled religious liberty given :” he has failed 
‘0 see, however, or to notice, that “the mass” 
HIST. MAG., VOL. 1. 24 


14.—Sizty first Anniversary Celebration of the New En- 
gland Society in the city of New York at Irving Hall, Dec. 
22, 1866, Sine loco, sine anno, O-tzvo, pp. 86. 


We have in this pamphlet the official claim of 
the natives of New England to superior social 
and pulitical standing in the Republic, by virtue 
of an assumed superiority of ancestry and an as- 
sumed superiority of intellect. 

The feast was enjoyed by the Governors of New 
| Hampshire, Massachusetts, Rhode Island, and 
| Connecticut; a native of Hartford presided; a 

Boston Clergyman asked the blessing of God on 
the forthcoming splurge; Mr. George William 
Curtis, of Rhode Island, was the leading Orator ; 
Mr. Henry Ward Beecher followed; and Mr. 
Joseph H. Choate had the last word—who shall 
say, therefore, that the claim was not duly veri- 
fied. 

Mr. Curtis told his hearers that, a few months 
before, he had heard, “from one of the most dis- 
|“ tinguished divines of Massachusetts, a sermon 
|“of which Massachusetts was substantially the 
“text ;” and hesnaid, also, of that “ distinguished 
“ divine,” that “it was clearly his opinion that 
“almost all that is great and glorious in this 
“country proceeded from the State of Massachu- 
“setts.” He said, also, concerning the old par- 
son’s notion, that “ it was an opinion in which I 
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“have no doubt there are many gentlemen that | Governor Smythe, also, after opening his ad- 
“cordially agree ;” and he said of it, for himself, | dress with an indecency which would have been 
that he “found that by substituting the. words | considered disgraceful even in a crowd of New 
“* New England, in place of the word ‘ Massachu- | York news-boys, was loud-mouthed concerning 
“< setts,’ he was enabled to digest the sermon as | “ the great force of the Puritan stock,” as if that 
“comfortably as I hope he” [the old parson] | had anything to do in common with the Pilgrim 
“digested his Thanksgiving turkey.” | Separatists, whose anniversary he was then at- 
In view of the fact that this claiin was set up| tending; and Mr. Beecher was as busy over “ the 
in the midst of a community of which only less | “ spirit which animated our fathers,” as he would 
than one-fortieth of its numbers are New En-| have been if slavery had never existed in Massa- 
glanders; among those from whose toleration | chusetts, and babies like puppies been given 
alone these very claimants are drawing their| away in order that their mothers might be more 
bread; by a handful of foreigners—toreigners in | serviceacle to their masters. 
fact and in law, in spirit and in truth—it is sim- In short, there was only one of the party who 
ply an insult to those among whom these claim-| seemed inclined to tell the truth, and that was 
ants move, whose bread they eat, and whose hos- | Mr. Choate, who emphatically likened the mass 
pitality they outraged. of the People of Massachusetts to the prophets of 
But, when Mr. Curtis, Mr. Beecher, and Mr.| Baal in Mount Carmel, in whom there was 
Hepworth, Governor Smyth, Governor Bullock, | neither Truth nor Righteousness and upon whose 
and Governor Hawley, displayed their bad breed-| Bullock the Spirit of the Almighty never de- 
ing by entering a neighbor’s house and telling | scended, even when they “cut themselves, after 
him, while sojourning on his premises, that he and | “their manner, with knives and lancets, until 
his ancestors are and were the inferiors of them-| “the blood gushed out upon them,” as other 
selves and their ancestry, it is undeniably true | heathen idolaters were and are wont to do. We 
that in doing so they assumed to be what they | fear that these idolaters in Massachusetts have 
were not, and “stole the livery of the Court of | not improved very greatly siuce that event; and 
‘Heaven “to serve the Devil in.” that Baal is still worshipped more zealously 
Mr. Curtis, for instance, while speaking of| therein than the Lord God of Israel. 
“those grand old Radicals, the Pilgrim Fath-| We donot envy the sons of New England all 
“ers,” of Plymouth, never seemed to suppose | the glory which they can gather from such a 
that they were neither Puritans nor Episcopa- | display as this, since¥like Theudas, they “ boast 
lians ; and he seemed to have forgotten, if he ever | “ themselves to be somebody,’ while they are 
knew, that Roger Williams was not of the Pil-| only deceivers. 
grims, and had no part in the Mayflower. Why, 
indeed, was it considered necessary to mass the E 
New England family if all its members were of | iS Li(¢.and batter of doi Wonthey. from bis enbar 
the same ancestry and jointly entitled to the! of the Massachusetts Bay, to his death in 1649. By Robert C. 
same renown and the same superiority ? Since Winthrop. Boston: Ticknor & Fields, 1867. Octavo, pp. Xvi., 
Roger Williams, and John Clarke, and William | 
Coddington were originally neither Pilgrims or| . We are indebted to the distinguished author of 
Separatists, why was not he satisfied with Roger | this work fur a copy of it; and we have read it 
Williams, and John Clark and William Cod-| with great pleasure. 
dington, for their own sakes, without committing | As our readers are generally aware, this work 
petty larceny on Plymouth Rock for their deco-| is the second of a series, the first of which con- 
ration. The exact truth is “the Pilgrim fathers” | tained the Life and Letters of John Winthrop, in 
are used as God-fathers for every rascally Puritan | Old England; and in the two, we have a con- 
in New England; and the Plymouth Rock| nected biography of that celebrated man, from 
which was rejected by the builders of the Puri-| the pen of one of his descendants, who is most 
tanic Commonwealth, has suddenly become, in| competent to do justice to his memory and to 


these our days of bastard Republicanism, the | 
head of the corner. 

In this conclave, the blarney with which the 
city of New York was besmeared by those who | 
had just before insulted her founders and Thirty- 
nine out of every Forty of her inhabitants, received 
no response. It was‘significant, even in a New 
England assemblage, that there was no one with | 
“ cheek ” enough to reiterate, individually and | 
in detail, what the mass of the Society had done 
“in glittering generalities.” 





that of his fellow-settlers in the Bay Colony. 
We have read these volumes, as we said, with 
great pleasure, because they have enabled us to 
judge more correctly than before of many fea- 
tures of Governor John Winthrop’s personal 
character, and because we have seen therefrom 
the reasons for some questionable features of his 
public policy, from the stand-point which is now 
occupied by those who are most interested in his 
reputation. , 
We have admired, as every one must admire, 
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the affectionate intercourse, during his absence, 
with his wife and family ; and if we ever doubted 
his personal integrity, the letters which passed 
between him and them would have scattered 
those doubts to the four winds—no willfully 
wicked man could have written such private let- 
ters as these or have received from those who 
best knew him, such unexceptionable replies. 


We have admired, also, the stern regard for | 


what he conceived to be his duty, in matters con- 
cerning the Colony and his fellow-colonists, 
even while we have learned, more than ever be- 
fore, to condemn the great underlying principles 
on which he based his actions, and to resist the 
pretensions, still fostered by some, that these 
Puritan fathers were Republican in their tenden- 
cies and the conservators of that freedom of con- 
science, of that “freedom to worship God,” which 


they found there, on their arrival in the Massa- | 


chusetts Bay. ‘The fault was, probably, in the 
system rather than in the instruments; and, al- 
though we may lament that such intelligent 
men as Winthrop should have been so far misled, 
we may look around us, to-day, and find similar 
causes and similar results, arnong those whose 
personal integrity and general intelligence are 
just as evident as were his. 

The truth is, the Puritan fathers of Massachu- 
setts were just such men as the Prelatist fathers 
of England, in that day, differing from the lat- 
ter only on some points of sectarian detail. The 
Church of England, as established by law, was 
the “Dear Mother” of each; and neither of 
them ever conceived the idea that the union, by 
law, of the Church and the State, was not an or- 


dinance of God and to be sustained at every cost. | 


The King of England and the unholy system of 
Government on which he rested his pretensions 
to * Divine right” were supported by the Pre- 
latists, both in theory and practice ; the Puritans, 
in practice, to this extent, at least, conformed to 
the others, although they rather faintly inti- 
mated, in their theories, that the King was ac- 
countable to the Parliament, which was the 
representative body of none but the Nobles and 
the Gentry. ; 

The idea that “all men”—rich and poor, 
good and bad, religious and irreligious, land- 
lords and tenants, masters and servants, alike— 
Were members of the State ; that the King was 
their agent and servant; that the existing Gov- 
ernment could, legally, be altered or abolished 
and another substituted in its stead, at the pleas- 
we of the great body of the Governed, was never 
entertained fora moment by either party; nor 
did either of them ever intimate than in matters 
of Faith, the individual was accountable only to 

od, and that when the State interfered con- 
cerning it, it was an usurper of the Divine pre- 
Togative. Both Prelatist and Puritan were alike 





Aristocratic and Monarchical in their ideas and 
practices: neither of them considered that the 
masses,of the People possessed any right, civil 
or religious, except what had been granted to 
them, nor that the Church or the Parliament or 
the King were limited in their authority, except 
by their own concessions. They were exactly the 
opposite of Republicans—considering the King 
anu the Church as the sowrces of authority and 
power rather than the énstruments by which the 
authority and power, granted by God to the 
Commonwealth, enunciated by “the major will ,” 
and by it delegated respectively to them, should 
be vicariously exercised and controlled, in behalf 
and for the sole benefit of the whole. 

We are willing to acknowledge that the Puri- 
tan fathers changed their views after they had 
become settled—we do not know whether it was 
before or after they had laid that cornerstone of 
our modern Republican institutions, of which 
modern Boston has had so much to say—but 
we are equally sensible of the fact that the 
change was one of form rather than substance. 
They never pretended to a recognition of the 
“inalienable rights” of “all men,” of the relative 
rights and duties of the Governed’ and the Goy- 
ernment, and of that “soul freedom” which has 
made Rhode Island history so note-worthy. 
They simply transferred from the King, and the 
Parliament, and the Church of England, to them- 
selves, & great portion of the authority which 
had previously been divided among the former, 
while the masses were never consulted on the 
subject nor was it ever considered, even for a mo- 
ment, that they had anything to do in the matter, 
but to obey—as in a recent instance, one of the 
favored ones in Massachusetts evidently consid- 
ered “ obscurity ” in the individnal as a suflicient 
reason for a disregard of his dormant rights ; 
and the waste-paper basket or the blazing fire as 
the most proper receptacles for his com:n.nica- 
tions. 

It was consistent, therefore, for John Winthrop 
to have every appearance of an honest man and 
yet be, as, he was, intolerant and aristocratic. 
Ile could be a gvod husband, and father, and 
neighbor, and friend, as he evidently was; he 
could discharge the ordinary duties in the family, 
the Church, and the State, as the best of other 
men discharged their duties and as he certainly 
did his; he could love God and honor the King, 
after his own fashion and quite as earnestly as 
the Prelatists loved the one and honored the 
other, or even better than they, as appears to 
have been the case; but we have every reason 
to believe that the Pharisees of old did just the 
same without escaping the entire condemnation, 
on matters concerning their intrinsic worth, as 
Christians and as men, of Him whose knowledge 
of the subject was better than their own; and 
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the measure by which these were tested is that 
by which John Winthrop and the Puritan fathers, 
in the case before us, should have been tried. 
“The Humble Appeal ” indicates the earnest- 
ness of his affection for his “ Dear Mother,” the 
Established Church of England, while he was 
yet in England; whence came the subsequent 
conviction “that that “ Mother” was not virtuous, 
and the authority for his own repudiation of her 
and persecution of her faithful children? ‘The 
transfer of the Headship of the Church from the 
King of England to the body of which he, him- 


seif, was the | -ading spirit and official head, was | 


not very clearly a disinterested measure ; and a 
continuation, by the Massachusetts Establish- 
went, of the burdens which the E nglish Estab- 


refugees to Massachusetts, as well as those who 
remained in Englar: 1d—with even greater rigor 
in the execution of its edicts than the Bishops 
had aeeerah was certainly controlled by some- 
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concerns than Duff Green, the editor of The 
Washington Telegraph; and few have been thrown 
into so many of the incipient movements which 
have subsequently resulted in the more notable 
events of our country’s history. An autobiog. 
raphy of such a man, “there fore, must nec essarily 
be both interesting to the general reader and in. 
portant to the student of History. 

I the volume before us, Mr. Green actually 
begins “In the beginning,” and through Eden 
and Babel, the Jews and the Gentiles , he traces 


his theory, concerning “Slavery, Labor, and Goy- 


ernment. He next narrates his ancestry , early 
life, religious experience, military « career, mar- 
riage, commercial life, entrance into politics, 


|ete.; and he continues throughout the volume the 


ishmen LAC imposec upon issenters—the | narra ive of his strange and eventfu career, 
lishment had 1 uy Dissenters—the | 1 t f his strang 1 eventful 


We have read in this volume, with lively in- 
terest, the record of political trickery in Henry 
Clay, Thomas Hart Benton, Andrew Jackson, 


| John Quincy Adams, Martin Van Buren, Wil- 


thing else than the golden’ rule of “doing unto | 


“9 thers as he would they should do unto him.” 
The Antinomian troubles, it seems to us, should 


have been more thoroughly cleared up in the |i 
| just like the politicians of to-day, and just as 
/upprincipled: both being alike ‘a disgrace to 


volume before us, than has been attempted by its 
author, since few pretend that they involved 
nothing else than an Article of Faith concerning 
a very obscure abstraction; while it is very evi- 
dent that the y also involved many leading ques- 
tions, in which the Republicanism of the Puritans, 
if any such Republicanism existed, was a prom- 
inent feature. 

We are sorry, also, in this connection, that 
Mr. Winthrop did not examine for himself, and 
determine, and record his opinion, concerning 
the authorship of the Short Story; rather than 
have taken the ez parte statements of Mr. Savage, 


liam li. Crawford, and others of the great men 
of the past; and the veil which Mr. Greey has 
raised no longer conceals the fact that politicians, 
in “the good old days” of the Republic were 


| mankind and a curse to the Country. 


The importance of this volume, in all that 
relates to the history of parties in the United 


| States, will be apparent to every one. 


in his Ge nealogical Dictionary, which had been | 


already exploded in Tne HistortcaL MaGazing, 


by one of the most acute and best informed of | 


Boston’s historical writers. 

Without noticing in detail all that is in this 
volume, we may say that very few volumes have 
been published which contain more useful ma- 
terial than this; and very few are to be found 
which will be more heartily welcomed by every 
historical student. 

The volume is from the press of J. Wilson & 
Son: and it is illustrated with a steel-plate en- 


graving after the statue of Governor Winthrop, | 


in the chapel at Mount Auburn, and a litho- 
graphic fac simile of the latter conveying to his 
son, the intelligence of his death. 


16.—Facts and Suggestions, Biographical, Historical, 
Fimanciral, and Political, addressed to the People of the 
United States. By Duff Green. New York: Richardson & 


Co., 1866, Octavo, pp. vi., 234. 
Few men have been more active in Federal 


17. —The History of South Carolina, From its first Euro 
pean discovery to its erection into a Republic. With a sup- 
plementary buok, bringing the narrative duwn to the present 
time. By Wilbam Gilmure Simms. New York: Richardson 
& Co., 1£66. Octavo, pp. viii., 437. 


The History of South Carolina is so well known 
that a description of it, in this place, is unneces- 
sary. 

In this new edition of the work, the title- age 

says it has been continued to “ the present time, 

but the contents of the last book indicate that it 
reaches only to 1859; and we suppose that it is 
one of those careless blunders in the Publisher 


| who, in altering the stereotype plates for a new 


edition, neglected to correct anything but the 


| date. 


| 


This volume is neatly printed on fair paper. 


18.—Inquiry into the Origin and Course of Political Par- 
ties in the United States. By the late ex President Martin 
Van Buren. Edited by his Sons. New York: Hurd and 


Houghton, 1867. Octavo, pp. ix., 436. 

The venerable statesman, after his withdrawal 
from public life, varied his occupation by an 
occasional use of his pen, in the preparation of a 
review of the events of his busy life and of 4 
record of his recollections of his Contemporaries 
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and of his Times. The volume before us is a 
distinct portion of this autobiogtaphical contri- 


bution to our Political History, which rae 


unusual interest: and his sons have done well i 
presenting it to the public in a separate aan: 

Mr, Van Buren opened his discussion with 
attributing the early strength of the Democratic 
Republican party to its adherence to the system 
of nominating by Congressional Caucus and its 
subsequent decay to the abandonment cf that 
system at the close of Mr. Monroe’s sbeateheen: 
tion; and then, after making a comparison of 
the relative value of the Caucus to~the Demo- 
cratic and the Anti-democratic parties, respect- 
ively, and a passing allusion to previously 
written histories of our politic sal parties, he pro- 
ceeded to trace the two parties from their origin 
until the period of the Kansas-Nebraska excite- 
ment. 

In doing so he traced the progress of party 
frow the English Revolution of 1688, through 
the Colonial era and that of the Revolution, to 
the organization of our two great parties in 
America; and with greater clearness than any 
other with whom we are acquainted, he went to 
the very root of the matter when he tuld of the 
“settled aversion,” during the Revolution and 
down to the spring of 1787, which existed “in 
“the minds of a majority of the People to any 
“measure or course of me: which were 
“indicative of the slightest desire to return in 
“any degree to the system which they had over- 
“thrown: and he left it very apparent, also, 
that there was @ minority who desired to restore 
the old order of things, and return to a Mon- 
archy. 

He told, also, of “the intense hostility of the 
“Colonists and their successors to Monarchical 
“institutions, and of the recollection of the cru- 
“elties inflicted upon them and upon their pred- 
“ecessors under the authority of Kings, which 
“produced a determined repugnance on their 
“part to the cone entration of power in the hands 
“of single magistrates ;” and i = this most import- 
ant part of his history Mr. Van Buren left lit- 
tle without noticing it. Indeed, so completely 
and so perfectly satisfac torily has he done this 
part of his work that there seems to be little to 
be desired—if we regret that he omitted from the 
list of those who were the leaders of the Mon- 
archists and the most earnest ants igonists of a 
Republican form of Government, the naine of the 
most obnoxious of the tribe, as we are compelled 
to do, we do so with the assurance that it was an 
oversight and not the result of a settled convic- | 
tion. 

We have room only to notice auother portion 
of Mr. Mr. Van Buren’s narrative; and we single 
it out because in it, also, we notice the result of 
either an Oversight or a want of authentic data. | 


sures 
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| We refer to the character which he has given to 
the opposition to the proposed Constitution by the 
Anti-Federal or States-Rights party of that day, 
and to the necessity which he supposed had ex- 
isted for the establishment of that “new system, 
even in the modified form which it assumed = 
the adoption of the Ten Amendments. In those 
instances, if we are not mistaken, Mr. Van Bu- 
ren’s seclusion worked mischief, sinee no one can 
write a history of what he bas not any personal 
knowledge, except from ‘the material which has 
been left “by others ; and concerning such a com- 
plicated subject as this, wherein so many were 
participants, the venerable agriculturist at Kin- 
derhook, who wrote less from i inclination than to 
gratify his children and friends, could not be ex- 
pected, with any reason, to possess the material, 
nor, while j in the country, to use it. 

Ilad Mr. Van Buren sat and pored over the 
literature of that period as closely as some others 
have done, he would have seen in even stronger 
light than he did see it, the towering intellects of 
the States-Rights opponents to the originally- 
proposed Constitution, in all their glory; and he 
would have seen, also, in the pretend rd nec ssity 
of the country only a myth, and in the originally- 
proposed Constitution itself only a trap, the teeth 
of which were subsequently filed off, when the 
‘Ten Amendments confined the Federal authorities 
to a prescribe field of operations and forbade 
them from trespassing. 

Throughout this volume there the same 
clearly-defined distinction between the theories 
and doings of the two great parties inthe United 
States, as seen from that standpoint which was 
ove upied by the Van Buren wing of the Demo- 
cratic party, as in the portion to which we have 
particularly referred; and we close the volume 
with the conviction that it is one of the most im- 
portant contributions to our Political History 
that has yet appeared. 

When the next edition shall appear we hope 
to see in it a complete and carefully prepared 
Index: the author will not have fair-play with 
the readers of this edition because of the absence 
of that very important addition. 

The volume is from the Riverside Press, a pat- 
tern of neatness, and is illustrated with « splen- 
did portrait of Mr. Vaa Buren. The selling 
price is Three dollars 
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Him Charles G. Loring, up 
John J. Wright, of Minois, 
avo, pp. 31, xxiv. 189. 
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We have not yet met with the pamphlet of Mr. 


Loring to which this is a re ply; and we mast, 
therefore, notice the latter on its own merits and 
not relatively as part of a discussion. 


The volume before us consists of two parts, 





374 


one, entitled “The pith of this matter,” extend- 
ing through Thirty-one pages of fine type, and 
embracing the author’s plan for regenerating the | 
Republic and saving what has been too long lost 
to be worth seeking; the other, covering Two | 
hundred and thirteen pages, forming the “ Re-| 
“nly ” to Mr. Loring. 

Of the “Pith of the matter,’ we have few 
words tosay. Mr. Wright proposes to turn the | 
torrent of absolutism which has broken down 
the Constituticnal levee of the Republic and is 
carrying demoralization and political degrada- 
tion over the entire country, North and South, | 
East and West, by circulating some well-meant, | 
but entirely too pondcrous, publications among 
the Editors and Clergy—Four thousand copies to 
each tribe:—and he assures himself that those 
amiable, impartial, truth-loving, God-fearing 
classes will at once see their errors and become 
the undoers of the mischief of which they, more | 
than all others, have been most notably the pro- | 
moters. | 

Mr. Wright says, very properly,in this con- | 
nection, that the busy-ones of the country can- 
not spare the time to read for themselves; and 
he thinks that the Press and the Pulpit must, 
therefore, read for them—which we do not ad- | 
mit—and that the Press and the Pulpit must, | 
therefore, learn in order that it may teach, and | 
read his books in order that they may learn. 

All this is very well; but Mr. Wright will 
learn before he shall get very far on his mission | 
that both Editors and Parsons have learned Aut 
THAT CAN BE LEARNED, ALREADY; that what 
they do not know is not worth the trouble of | 
learning; and that his labor and his money had | 
better have heen spent elsewhere. The truth is, 
the great body of both the Press and the Pulpit 
is radically corrupt; and out of nothing nothing 
can preceed. Instead of the leader and instructor 
of the People, the Press, with here and there an 
exception, is only a panderer to the worst propen- 
sities of a degenerate race ; and a threatened loss | 
of athousand subscribers will as effectually muz- | 
zie the most “independent” Press in the coun | 
try ; as an uneasiness in the pews, from any cause, | 
will supersede, in the Pulpit, the most emphatic, | 
“THUS SAITH THE Lorp.” 

Neither the Press nor the Pulpit, as a body, 
will condescend te read a page of Mr. Wright’s | 
beok ; and of those who shall read it, so ignorant | 
are they as well as depraved, not one in a hundred | 
will understand it. 

Of the “Reply to Mr. Loring,” which consti- 
tutes the greater part of this volume, we also | 
have little to say. It is well-meant, but it is too 
intricate, and too ponderouss and too abstruse, to | 


be at all effective among the masses, or even'| 


among 


Ledger 


the great body of those who read The 
and rule the Republic. 
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purpose for which it was written, therefore, it 
will be entirely useless; and the great truths 
which have been scattered through it will be 
without effect, because they are over-ridden by 
what we must say we consider an unnecessary 
verbiage. F 

We know Mr. Wright, personally, and no one 
knows better than we, the earnest sincerity and 
the untiring steadiness with which he labors to bs 
useful to his country; but he has not yet caught 
that enviable acquirement which would enable 
him to convey to every other with whom he may 
be thrown into company, the full measure of 
enthusiasm on an entirely dry, and, to others, 
entirely uninteresting if not obnoxious subject, 
which he possesses. As a necessary consequence, 
he cannot secure readers for his volumes, unless 
among the very few; and of those, the greater 
number will consider him, because of their own 
self-righteousness, a political monstrosity. 

The volume before us is handsomely printed, 
frum the Riverside Press, and sel!s for One dol. 
lar and a quarter. 


20.— The Public Debt of the United States. Its Organiza- 
tion : its liquidation ; administration of the Treasury; the 
By J. 8. Gibbons. New York: C. Seribser 


& Ce,, 1867, Duavdecimo, pp. xii, 276 


The author of this volume opens with a deelar- 
ation that public debt may sometimes be a pub- 


| lic blessing, and, at worst, can only inflict alarm 


and injury to the body politic, without ruining it. 

We do not concur with him in either of these 
views ; and he is young enough, in the ordinary 
course of nature, to learn from observation what 
he might have learned from the history of the 
Republic, that taxation affects the pockets of the 
People and that the pockets are exceedingly sen- 
sitive to the touch of any but their owners. In- 
deed, if we have read correctly, one pub:ic Debt 
has been repudiated already, because the taxpay- 
ers did not consider it a public blessing; and 
Wall street should not shut its eyes to the stern 
fact that what, in that line, has been done once 
can very easily be done again. 

In the volume before us, as the title indicates, 
we have a minute account of the Federal Debt, 
in all its aspects; but we do not find in it any 
notice whatever of the State and Municipal Debts 
which, united with the first, are crushing the 
industry of the country into the earth, as that of 
debt-ridden Europe has long been crushed, for 


| the benefit of the few and to the destruction of 


the many. It discusses, also, the capability of 
the masses to stand taxation as coolly as the 
phlebotamist discusses the strength of his patient, 
but it does not seem to care, if it knows, that 
they are also struggling with other than Federal 
fates, as indicated by both their State and Munici- 
pal tax-gatherers. 
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If we are not mistaken, we knew Mr. Gibbons 
as a clerk in the old Bank of the State of New 
York, many years ago; and we fear that the rig- 
idity of his education under Reuben Withers and 
Joseph Lawrence, which cared more for the pay- 
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ment of the money than the source from whence | 
it came or the manner in which it was obtained, | 


has not been modified by the knowledge, not 
learned in banks, that a People in its collective 
capacity cares very little for the rules of trade 
and is governed more by its ignorance and its 
immediate interests than by its information and 
its ultimate good. 


21.—Lectures on the Nature af Spirit. and of Man as a 
Spiritual Keng. By Chauncey Giles, Minister of the New 


Jerusalem Church, New York General Convention of the New | 


Jerusalem Churcen. 1867. Duodecimo, pp. 208. 


Viewed from any point, these Lectures are re- | 


markable productions. Bold, earnest, confident, 
they almost “rush in where angels fear to tread.” 


We cannot call them dogmatical, for their lead- | 


ig characteristic is their continued and almost 
consecutive appeal to human reason. Their au- 
thor asks no favor from credulity, while he 
gives no quarter to scepticism. One thing is cer- 
tain, he has not arrived at his conclusions by any 
process of a priori reasoning. He has a theory, 
and holding it forth, he confidently challenges 
the clearest perceptions and the profoundest re- 
flections of man. THe deals with spirit as if it 
were form and substance, entirely cognizable to 
perception and reason. He passes the confines 
of the spiritual bourne as if he were a denizen 
ofthe empyrean world. And yet his boldness 
does not shock us, nor does it desecrate that 
which “ eye hath not seen, nor ear heard.” His 
spirits are not sheeted dead, but men andwomen 
—real men and women. His celestial realm is 
not the silence of viewless life, nor yet the sab- 
bath monotony of psalms and praises. It is not 
a conjectural existence—a mysterious waiting for 
a resurrection of the body, but a world of action 
and real life—of fields and landscapes ; of moun- 


tains, plains and valleys ; of habitations and em- | 


ployments ; the archetype of earth—earth as it| 


would have been had sin never entered to mar | 


its harmon‘es nor disturb its felicities. We pause 
to enquire “ whence hath this man this wisdom,” 


and his oft repeated experience, “ the new church | 


“teaches,” assures us that his inspiration is from 
other sources than himself. It is clear that he 
is but a disciple. His duty seems to be but to 
illustrate acai by appeals to reason, the 
teaching of his master. What is most noticea- 
ble in the book is the unity of idea that per- 
vadesevery page. If one receives a portion he 
will be compelled, by a logical necessity, to ac- 
ceptthe whole. It is impossible, within the 
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limit of this brief notice, to give any just idea 
of the book, nor of the philosophy it is intended 
to inculeate. To understand it, the whole must 
be read, perhaps studied. Yet it will not bea 
wearisome task—not “light reading” indeed— 
but its pages enchain. He who reads a single 
lecture will not omit to read them all. At this 
day of theological speculations, when the found- 
ations of opinion, old dogmas, and ecumenical 
decrees are yielding to new discoveries, both in 
nature and in philosophy, it is pleasant to find 


| at least one system of theology not open to con- 


| flicting theories. 
| are intensely loyal. 


The followers of Swedenborg 
What is written is written. 
Within the range of what is taught, and now 
lies locked in the unchanging Latin of the pon- 


| derous tomes of their great Master, his followers 


deem an ample field for the most extended re- 


; Search and investigation. .Beyond that they seek 


not to penetrate the veil. ‘I'he volume before us 
is wholly Swedenborgian. And we think that 
nowhere can be found a book from which so 
clear and so compressed a view of the leading 
doctrines of this rapidly growing sect can be 
obtained as from a perusal ‘of these lectures. 
We have in vain attempted to extract passages 
from which our readers may see what we can 
say is a fair specimen of the book. The unity of 
idea that pervades it forbids us to interrupt its 
harmony by extracting a single passage. The 
student of philosophy, the man of the world, as 
well as the devout and humble Christian, will 
find himself most amply repaid by a careful 
perusal of every line of the volume. 


22.—The History of the Civil War in America ; comprising 
a full and impartial account of the origin and progress of the 
Rebellion, of the various Naval and Military engagements, of 
the Heroic Deeds performed by Armies and Individuals, and 
of touching scenes in the Field, the Camp, the Hospital. and 
the Cabin. By John 8S. C. Abbott. Complete in one volume, 
New York; Ledyard Bill, 1866. Octavo, pp. 507, 2 (unpaged) 
629. 

We are indebted to our respected friend, the 
publisher of this work, for a copy of it; and, 
although we have not yet had time to go over it 
very carefully, we place it on our record, in 
order that Bibliographers and Collectors may 
not lose sight of it. 

Mr. Abbott is so well known that he needs no 
introduction to our readers; and, notwithstand- 
ing his writings may not have been critically 
reliable, in all their details, in every instance, 
there need be no doubt of the fact that they have 
been popular and profitable to those who have 
circulated them. 

We have glanced over some pages of this vol- 
ume and we have wondered why its Auther con- 
sidered “the conflict” a Civil War. We have 
wondered, also, why he could have written, on 
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pages 19 and 20, what he said of the Constitu- | 


tion in its relation to Slavery, in the face of what 
he must have known to have been the Truth. We 


have wondered why the Author, who knew bet- | 


ter, has treated this “ Civil War,” as if it had 
been produced only by reason of Slavery and 
Freedom. We wonder that any one, having ac- 


cess to the evidence, can consider General Scott | 
as either a good soldier or a good citizen, as Mr. | 
Abbott has considered him. ‘here are many other | 


similar causes for wonder, but we have not 
room enough to recite them. 
So far as we have read the narrative of the 


military movements, we have seen nothing that 


is especially blameworthy: but we would sug- 


gest to the publisher that the man who made the | 


indices most certainly did not know what they 
were for, since he could not otherwise have done 
them so shabbily. 


23 —History of the 104th Pennsylvania Regiment, from 
August 22d, 1861, to September 30th, 1864. By W..W. H. 
Davis, late Colonel. Philadelphia: Jas. C. Roberts, 1866. Oc- 
tav., pp. 


We have received from the gallant author a 
copy of this interesting volume, which we take 
pleasure in introducing to our readers. 

The Regiment referred to°was the Bucks Coun- 
ty regiment: and it served at Washington, on the 
Peninsula, and in the Carolinas, with distin- 
guished honor. Its services are narrated in the 
volume before us with great precision, yet with- 
out affectation and unnecessary detail ; and that 
officer, in these our days, who can say, as Colo- 
nel Davis has said, in the face of such a record 
as belongs to this Regiment, while speaking of 
his own description of it,“ it contains no won- 
“derful exploit, but a simple narrative of the cam- 
“ paigns of the Regiment, which has been written 
“without passion or prejudice and with a sincere 
“desire to do justice to all,’ is certainly deserv- 
ing of great credit, and furnishes evidence of his 
own fidelity. 

The careful reader will find in it one of the 
best of the Regimental histories of the war; and 
we earnestly hope that it will be properly sus- 
tained by those who collect this class of works. 

The volume is very neatly printed; and it is 
illustrated with several wood-cuts. 


24.—-A history of the townships of Byberry and Moreland, 
in Philadelphia, Pa., from their Earliest Settlement by the 
Whites tothe Preseat Time. By Joseph C. Martindale, M.D. 
Philadelphia: T. R. Zell, 1867. Octavo, pp. 379, Errata. 


The Friends’ community in Byberry and More- | 
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rival, there has been a settlement at Byberry: 
| and its annals, year by year, are briefly present. 
ed in the first Seventy pages of the text of this 
| volume. These are followed by a hundred 
| and twenty-five pages of descriptions of 
| Churches, Schools, Mills, Roads, Topography, 
| etc. ; and these by a hundred and seventy of Bi- 
| ographical and Genealogical Sketches of the an- 
cient families of the locality. 
We have seldom seen a better arranged local 
history than this; and rarely one that is writ- 
ten with better judgment. 


25.—Reports upon the Mineral Resources of the United 
States, by Special Commissioners J. Ross Browne ad Jimeg 
W. Taylor. Washington: Government Priotiog Ofice, 1867, 
Octavo, pp. 360. 


Some of our readers will thank us for calling 
their attention to this public document, in which 
may be found a very complete historical sketch 
of gold and silver mining on the Pacific coast; 
reports on the Geological formation of the Pa- 
cific slope ; on the condition of goid and silver 
mining there; on the resources, history, etc., of 
Nevada, Oregon, Washington, Utah, Montana, 
| and Idaho; on the mines of copper, quicksilver, 
borax, sulphur, tin, and coal; on the climate, al- 
titude, capacity to maintain a population, ete, 
and the mining laws of the various districts; an 
| historical address on California and one on the 
| acquisition of California by the United States; 
| and a Report on the Gold mines East of the 
| Rocky Mountains. 

As a local history it is very important and 
well worth preservation. 





26.—The Descriptive New Testament of our Lord and 
| Saviour Jesus Christ. With Notes. Lllustrated with numer- 
| ous engravings. New York: Clark & Mead, 1867. Duod+cimo, 
| pp. 2 (unpaged) iv.. 428, 
| <A very neat little’ edition of the New Testa- 
| ¢ 7 ° 8) 
| ment, with Notes by Ingram Cobbin, and illus- 
| trated with numerous cuts, is here presented; and 
| we have no doubt it will be welcomed by many 
|unto whom these accompaniments will prove 
| very interesting. 


| 

27.—The life of Earl Ritter, late Professor of Geography 
in the Unversity of Berlin. By W. L. Gage. New York: 
C. Scribuer & Co., 1867. Octavo, x., 242. 

This beautiful volume, from the press of the 
Blackwoods, of Edinburgh, contains a well- 
written memoir of the great Geographer, by one 
of his most ardent admirers ; and in it the author 
has traced the career of his master and friend, 


land have found an annalist; and the result of| from his childhood, at Quedlinberg, through his 


his labors is found in this well-filled volume. 
From the days of Penn, if not before his ar- 


| youth at Schnepfenthal, his student-life at Halle, 
| and his career as a Tutor at Frankfort-on-the- 
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1867.) 


Main, as a Savant at Geneva, as an Author at 
Gottingen, and as Professor at Berlin, to the close 
of his career in 1859. 

It is well written, interspersed with extracts 
from his correspondence, and is exceedingly inter- 
esting. 


98,—The Romance of the Age; or the Discovery of Gold in 
California. By Kdward E, Dunbar, New York: D. Apple 
ton & Co., 1867. Duodecimo, pp. 134. 
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| powers, bear testimony in these pages to their 
| convictions in the premises. 

There appears to have been no finely-spun argu- 
ments in the discussion, by either of the authors ; 
but by good, old-fashioned, sturdy blows they 

| assail the citadel of Total Abstinence and op- 
pose its champions, hand to hand. We shall 
| look for as frank and manly areply ; and we eurn- 
estly hope that the Truth may be established. 


This little volume contains, in the most con. | 


yenient form, a complete synopsis of the more | 


recent history of California, including the career 
of Captain Sutter, the discovery of Gold, and the 
subsequent events, incidental thereto. 

It is, therefore, a most useful book; and the 
neatness of its dress will commend it to the favor 
of every one. 


29.—The Birth of Pleasure, 
Psyche. From Apuleius. New York: James Porteus, 1507. 
Jémo. pp. 110. 

In this beautifully printed little volume, we 
Lave the well-known mythological story of Cupid 
and Psyche, in the most enticing form. Asa spe- 
cimen of bouk-making it is a perfect little gem; 
and to those who delight in the class of works 
to which this belongs we have no doubt it will 
be very acceptable. 

30.—Liber Librorum ; its structure, limitations, and pur 


pose. A friendiy CommuLication luo a reluctant sceptic, 
Yurk : C. Scribuer & Co., 1d07. Duodecimo, pp. 


In this little volume we have un earnest de- 
fence of the Historic Reality and the Supernat- 


ural Origin of the Mosaic and Christian systems, | 


against the doubts of a reluctant sceptic ; and 
the compactness of the argument and the merits 
of the case unite in making it an acceptable ad- 
dition to the religious literature of theday. ‘The 
field is certainly wide enough, in these our days ; 
aud we are glad to see one earnest laborer in the 
harvest, where so many are needed, 

The volume is very neatly printed and is sold 
for One dollar and fitty cents. . 


31.—Teetotalism asarule of duty unknown to the Bible 
ans condemned by Christian Lthics. By VD. R, Thomason, 
With a commendatory Letter by Huward Crosby, D D. 


It appears from this little volume that there 
are some of the clergy who do not consider Total 
abstinence from intoxicating drinks either neces- 
sary for obedience sake or advisable on the score 
of health ; and two of them, one of the number 
widely known and as widely honored both for 
his personal worth and his superior intellectual 


The story of Cupid and | 


32.—Mr. Secretary Pepys, with Extracts from his Diary. 
| By Allan Grant. New York: James Porteus, 1567.  Davde- 
| cimo, pp. 264. 

| The prince of journalists has found in Mr. 
Grant a sympathising biographer; and “the 
“learned associations styling themselves ‘ Soci- 
“*eties’ ’—Jistorical “ Societies,’ he might 
have said—have found in him an ignorant slan- 
derer. 

It may have suited this Scotch admirer of an 
old English gossip to sneer at the collections of 
“rubbish ” concerning America and Americans 
which Ilistorical Societies in America have 
“garnered up” for the use of historical students, 
in all ages ; but it seems to us that he might have 
been contented with the undisturbed enjoyment 
of his ancient English “rubbish,” without in- 
sulting those whose lines of study differ from 
his own, or “the learned associations styling 
“themselves * Societies,’ who have seen fit to 
collect and preserve material for their use and 
instruction. 

Be this as it may, Mr. Grant sneers at those 
who merely “sift, riddle, and readjust to suit 
|“ the taste of the time,” the “sweepings of a 
“study ”; yet,in the volume before us, he -has 
done nothing more than an exactly similar work, 
in which he has turned a penny, we hope, by 
sifting, riddling, and readjusting to suit what 
| he supposed to be the taste of the time, the gos- 

sip of Samuel Pepys concerning his shoe-buckles, 
| mock venison, Sir George Downing, sack-posset, 
the refugee King of England, the London thea- 
tres, Sir George Carteret, etc , and interlarding it, 
here and there, with comments on New York 
boarding-house-keepers, half-fuddled New York 
Aldermen, Sir Walter Scott, Professor Blot, An- 
| drew Jackson, roast pig, New York belles, ete. 
| He might, therefore, it seems to us, have been 
contented with himself and with his own little 
| 
| 


New | 


affair without heaping uninvited abuse on others, 
in other lines of the profession, who are probably 


quite as worthy as he ; and we hope he will here- 
after rest contented with the credit which justly 
belongs to himself, in his own line of authorship, 
without volunteering abuse on others, in other 
walks of life. 

The volume before us is, all things considered, 
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an entertaining little affair; and it has been is- 
sued in a very neat dress, by the enterprising | 


young publisher in the Bible- house, whose iin- 
print it bears. 


33.—The Reformed Dutch Church in Williamsburgh. An 
historical discourse delivered on Sabbath morning, Nuvember 
4. 1866, by Kibert S. Porter, Pastor. Pubiished by the Con- 
eisory. New York: 1866. Octavo, pp. 30. 


The First Reformed Dutch Church of Wil- 


liamsburgh, was originally only a branch of the 


old Church at Bushwick ; and its Meeting-house 


ras designed only as a Chapel-of-ease to that | 
On the first Sunday in Novem- | 
ber, 1829, however, its independence was pub- | 
licly recognized by the Classis of Long Island ; | 


ancient parish. 


and, soon after, the Rev. James Demarest was 
called to the Pastorate. 


and in December, 1849, Doctor Porter was in- 


stalled in the Pastoral chair and still occupies it. | 
The coraer-stone of the first Meeting-house was | 
| Robert Macoy. 


laid on the twenty-eight of September, 1828, as 
a Chapel of the Bushwick Church, on the out- 


skirts of a mere hamlet of some Two thousand | 


inhabitants: to-day, enlarged and beautified, it 


stands in the midst of a city of One hundred | 


thousand souls, teeming with wealth, and in- 
dustry, and unrecognized blessings. 


In the discourse before us, our respected friend | 


and fellow-!aborer has spread before his readers 


a life-like picture of the town and city of Wil-| 


liamsburgh, during its march from insignificance 
to celebrity ; and we commend it to the attention 
of those who collect local histories as one of the 


most important of the series relating to Long Isl- | 


and. 


We suppose that it may be purchased at the | 


Consistory Rooms in Fulton street, New York. 


31.—Origin and History of the Measures that led to the 
constructin of the Erie Canal, Written at the request of the 
Kiuffalo Historical Society, by George Geddes. Syracuse: 
Summers & Co., 1866 Octavo, pp. 21. 


We suppose, from the small portions of this | Lee. 


tract which we have read, that it is exceedingly | 


Nearly ten years after, | 
Rey. W. Il; Van Doren succeeded Mr. Demarest; | 
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35.—The Illustrated Horticu'turist Almanac for 1867 
New York: Geo, E, & E. W. Wvodward. Octavo, pp. 30, 


This beautiful little affair is the best work of 
the kind, of its size,that we have as yet seen; 
and the calendar of operations in the Orchard 
Vineyard, Farm, Garden, and Greenhouse, for 
every month in the year, which it contains, is 
worth very much inore than the price of the 


book. 


®.—Booxs ReceEIveb. 


1—From Litt. E, Brown & Co., 
Modern Inquiries. By Doctor Bigelow. 

— Works of Edmund Burke. Vol. XI. 

—The Jesuits in America. By Francis Park- 
man. 


Boston. 


2.—From THe Masonic 
New York. 


Pusuismine Co. 
A Cyclopedia of Freemasonry. By 


3.—From Samvuet G. Drake, Boston. Ti 
Old Indian Chrenicle. 

4.—From W. R. C. CLARKE, 
tory of New York. By Miss 
vols. 


New York. J/’s- 
Mary L. Booth. 2 


5.—From Tae Lone Isianp Ltstortcai So- 
ciety. Fourth Annual Report. 

6.—From Samuet L. Boarpman, Augusta, 
Me. A Golden Wedding and the Dinsmore Gene. 
alogy, ffm about 1620 to 1865. 

7.—From W. J. WippLeton, New York. Jo- 
seph Iteed. By George Bancroft. 

8.—From Hon. D. D. Freiup, New York. Syy- 


gestions Respecting the Revision of the Constitution 


| of New York. 


9.—From A. E. Currsr, Charlestown, Mass. 
Poems of Anne Bradstreet. 

10.—From Harrer & Bros., New York. 
Raymond’s Heroine. A Novel. 

—Mr. Wynyard’s Ward. A Novel. 


By Holme 


—Oollege Life; lis Theory and Practice. By 


valuable, as a synopsis of the early history of | Stephen Olin, D. D. 


the great system of internal improvements in 
New York; but we have been compelled, out of | 
a tender regard for our eyes, to turn from the 
wretchedly-printed work and lay it on the shelf 
until it shall become necessary for us to turn to 
it. 

At an ned day we shall endeavor to lay be- 
fore our readers some portions of the very im- 
portant materia! which this pamphlet seems tu 
contain. | 


—The Great Rebellion. By John Minor Botts. 

— War of the Rebellion. By H. 8. Foote. 

—Miss Lavenel's Conversion from Secession to 
Loyalty. By J. W. De Forest. 

—Thrilling Adventures of Daniel Ellis. By 
Himself. 

—Thackeray’s Lectures. 

—Bench and Bar, By L. J. Bigelow. 

—The Civil War in America. By Dr. John 
W. Draper. Vol. I. 
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